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Number _ Response _ 

H.1.33  Please  refer  to  response  to  comment  1.76.1  and  L.4.12. 

H.2.96  Please  refer  to  response  to  comment  1.76.1  and  L.4.12. 
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Introduction  to  Public  Comment  Organization 


This  section  presents  comments  received  during  the  Draft  EIS  public  comment  period,  and 
responses  to  each  comment.  The  comments  received  are  in  the  form  of  letters  or  comments 
received  at  the  public  hearings.  For  simplicity,  the  following  characterizes  comments  received 
as  "letters,"  and  each  specific  issue  raised  in  each  letter  as  a  "comment."  The  comment  letters 
and  their  responses  are  organized  into  sections  for  each  potential  CVN  homeporting  location; 
Coronado,  Bremerton,  Everett,  and  Pearl  Harbor.  Within  each  CVN  homeporting  location 
section,  public  comment  letters  are  grouped  by  the  commentor's  affiliation  and  are  abbreviated 
as  follows;  Federal  agencies  (F);  State  agencies  (S);  Local  agencies  (L);  Organizations  (O);  and 
Individuals  (I).  Comments  recorded  from  the  Hearing  Transcripts  completes  each  comment  set 
(H).  Individual  comment  letters  in  each  of  these  groups  are  numbered  in  the  chronological 
order  in  which  they  were  received  by  the  Navy.  For  example,  the  first  Federal  comment  letter 
received  for  each  CVN  homeporting  location  is  identified  as  F.l.  Specific  comments  are 
numbered  as  follows;  F.1.1,  F.1.2,  F.1.3,  etc.  The  second  Federal  comment  letter  received  for 
each  location  is  numbered  F.2.  Specific  comments  are  numbered  F.2.1,  F.2.2,  F.2.3,  etc.  State 
letters  are  coded  S.l,  S.2,  S.3  etc. 

There  are  a  number  of  comment  letters  that  include  comments  about  more  than  one  of  the 
locations.  In  these  instances,  the  comment  letter  has  been  assigned  multiple  codes  for  each 
CVN  homeporting  alternative  location  that  is  addressed.  The  specific  comments  relevant  to 
that  CVN  homeporting  location  are  identified.  The  comment  letter  is  listed  in  each  relevant 
CVN  homeporting  alternative  location  section,  and  only  the  specific  comments  relevant  to  that 
location  are  indicated. 

Immediately  following  each  comment  letter  are  the  responses  to  those  comments,  numbered  to 
correspond  to  comment  codes.  Pages  are  identified  by  comment  code,  so  that  all  pages  with 
comments  and  responses  to  letter  F.l  are  indicated  with  this  code  at  the  bottom  of  the  page. 
The  table  of  contents  following  this  introduction  lists  each  comment  letter,  the  date  sent,  and 
the  corresponding  code. 

A  number  of  comments  on  the  Draft  EIS  were  submitted  in  Spanish.  These  letters  have  been 
translated  into  English  by  a  certified  translator.  Responses  appear  in  both  English  and  Spanish. 
On  the  page  immediately  following  this  introduction,  the  translator's  certifications  are 
presented. 

Due  to  the  number  of  comments  received  for  Coronado,  California,  comments  and  responses 
for  that  site  have  been  divided  into  two  documents;  Volume  7,  Part  A,  and  Volume  7,  Part  B. 
Comments  from  Federal,  State,  and  Local  agencies,  as  well  as  Organizations,  are  included  in 
Volume  7,  Part  A,  and  comments  from  Individuals  and  those  made  at  Public  Hearings  are 
included  in  Volume  7,  Part  B.  Comments  and  responses  for  Bremerton,  Washington;  Everett, 
Washington;  and  Pearl  Harbor,  Hawaii,  are  boimd  separately  in  Volumes  8-10. 
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Santa  Barbara,  November  6, 1998. 
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s/22/98 


Mr.  John  Coon,  Project  Manager 

Southwest  Division,  Naval  Facilities  Engineering  Command 
Code  OSAL-JC 
1 220  Pacific  Highway 
San  Diego  C A  92132 

Dear  Sir.  I  feel  that  homeporting  Nuclear  Aircraft  Carriers  in  San  Diego  seriously 
weakens  our  national  defense. 


REMEMBER  PEARL  HARBOR 

We  do  not  need  another  “Pearl  Harbor”  disaster.  Parking  one  or  more  Nuclear  Aircraft 
Carriers  deep  in  San  Diego  Bay  will  be  a  repeat  of  December  7,  1941.  The  berthing  place 
in  San  Diego  can  only  be  reached  in  high  tide  and  is  deep  within  the  harbor  Any  terrorist 
could  simply  sink  a  fishing  boat  at  the  entry  to  San  Diego  Bay  and  the  Aircraft  Carrier 
could  not  get  to  sea  to  defend  our  country.  If  there  is  a  fire  or  nuclear  accident  aboard  the 
ship  there  is  no  way  to  quickly  fioat  the  ship  to  sea  and  out  of  harms  way  This  threatens 
the  health  and  safety  of  everyone  living  in  San  Diego,  the  sixth  largest  city  in  the  United 
States. 

REMEMBER  PEARL  HARBOR  NO  HOMEPORTING  OF  NUCLEAR  AIRCRAFT 
CARRIERS  IN  SAN  DIEGO 


6260  Oakridge  Rd 
San  Diego  CA  92120 
619-582  7717 
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Comment 

Number  Response 


Jack  A.  Brill 

1.1.1  The  Navy  has  never  stated  that  CVNs  could  not  transit  the  San  Diego  Harbor 

Channel  under  low  tide  conditions  in  emergency  situations.  Sufficient  depth 
exists  in  San  Diego  Channels  to  accommodate  emergency  situations.  CVNs 
vmder  normal  conditions  can  transit  the  San  Diego  channel  imder  all  but  the 
lowest  of  "minus"  tides.  Since  the  dredging  of  the  channel  and  turning  basin 
occurred  in  1998,  fully  loaded  CVNs  have  large  windows  of  sailing  times  at 
MLLW  or  better.  The  approximate  time  needed  from  taking  in  all  lines  to 
clearing  the  tip  of  Point  Loma  is  45  minutes.  The  location  of  three  CVNs  in  San 
Diego  poses  no  more  of  a  "Pearl  Harbor"  threat  than  has  existed  with  the  three 
conventionally  powered  aircraft  carriers  homeported  there.  Please  refer  to 
response  to  comments  0.14.6, 1.37.1,  and  1.29.2. 

A  wide  range  of  hypothetical  accidents  was  considered  in  the  development  of 
the  analysis  presented  in  the  EIS.  The  hypothetical  accidents  analyzed  indicate 
risks  that  are  unlikely  to  be  exceeded  by  other  accidents  (e.g.,  airplane  crash, 
earthquake,  tsimamis,  or  terrorism).  The  results  of  all  the  analyses  of  both 
normal  operations  and  hypothetical  accidents  indicate  that  there  would  be  no 
significant  radiological  impacts  from  homeporting  and  maintaining  NIMITZ- 
class  aircraft  carriers  or  operating  NIMITZ-class  aircraft  carrier  maintenance 
facilities. 
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Comment 

Number  _ Response _ 

Joanne  Marsh 

1.2.1  Your  comments  are  noted  and  are  included  in  the  Final  EIS. 


1.2 


Richard  Dlttbenner,  J.  D.,  Cand.  Ph.D. 
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Comment 

Number _ Response 


Richard  Dittbenner 

1.3.1  As  requested,  you  were  sent  a  copy  of  the  Draft  EIS. 

1.3.2  The  public  hearings  for  the  Draft  EIS  were  rescheduled  to  October  27  and  28  in 
Coronado  and  San  Diego,  respectively. 

1.3.3  The  Navy  extended  the  public  review  period  an  additional  30  days.  The  Navy 
has  provided  additional  copies  of  the  Draft  EIS  to  those  who  have  requested 
them. 
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Comment 

Number _ Response 


Ruth  Hames 

1.4.1  A  wide  range  of  hypothetical  accidents  was  considered  in  the  development  of 

the  analysis  presented  in  the  EIS.  The  hypothetical  accidents  analyzed  indicate 
risks  that  are  imlikely  to  be  exceeded  by  other  accidents  (e.g.,  airplane  crash, 
earthquake,  tsxmamis,  or  terrorism).  The  results  of  all  the  analyses  of  both 
normal  operations  and  hypothetical  accidents  indicate  that  there  would  be  no 
significant  radiological  impacts  from  homeporting  and  maintaining  NIMITZ- 
class  aircraft  carriers  or  operating  NlMlTZ-class  aircraft  carrier  maintenance 
facilities. 
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Comment 

Number _  ■ _ Response _ 

Lyle  R.  Hestum 

1.5.1  Please  see  responses  to  comments  0.12.49  and  1.4.1. 
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J.  Doughty 
1.6.1 
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Response 


Although  no  specific  issues  were  noted  by  the  commentor,  the  Navy  notes  the 
commentor's  general  opinion  regarding  the  proposed  action.  As  requested,  the 
commentor's  name  has  been  added  to  the  distribution  list  for  notifications 
concerning  this  proposed  action. 
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Number _ Response _ 

Russell  D.  Hoffman 

1.7.1  A  copy  of  the  Draft  EIS  was  sent  to  you  upon  yoiur  request. 
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DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  NAVY 

SOUTMWiST  DIVISION 

MAVAL  PACitmSS  SNClNeCRtNC  COMMAND 

1330  PACIFIC  HICHWAV 

SAN  oieco.  CA  93132-5190 


11000 

Ser  5731.RH/3061 


SEP  16  098 


Ladies  and  Gentleman; 


Because  of  public  interest  m  the  Navy’s  Draft  Environmental  Impact  Statement  (DEIS). 
Developing  Homeport  Facilities  for  Three  NIMITZ-Class  Aircraft  Carriers  in  Support  of  the  U.S. 
Fleet,  we  have  decided  to  extend  the  public  review  period  approximately  30  days  and  to 
reschedule  the  public  heanngs  from  September  to  October.  We  believe  that  this  extra  time  will 
allow  you  to  thoroughly  review  and  comment  on  the  Navy’s  proposal  Your  comments  should 
pe  postmarked  on  or  before  November  12.  1998. 

The  public  hearings  that  were  scheduled  in  September  are  being  rescheduled  for  the  last  two 
weeks  in  October.  As  soon  as  these  dates  have  been  confirmed,  we  will  again  notify  the  public 
through  the  DEIS  distribution  list  and  through  the  local  newspapers. 


Thank  you  for  your  interest  in  this  matter.  If  you  have  questions,  please  contact  Mr.  John 
Coon  at  (888)  482-6440. 


Sincerely 


Head.  B^jiwness  Department 
By  direction  of  the  Commander 
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Judy  Johnson 
1.8.1 
1.8.2 


Response 


A  copy  of  die  Draft  EIS  was  sent  to  you  upon  your  request. 
Please  see  response  to  comment  1.4.1. 
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MICHELE  MURPHREE 
2229  FROUDE  STREET 
SAN  DIEGO,  CA  92107 


-■ '  ■■  ■■) 


September  24,  1998 

Southwest  Division 

Naval  Facilities  Engineering  Command 
1 220  Pacific  Highway 
San  Diego,  CA  92132-5190 


To  Wliom  It  May  Concern: 


I  am  very  concerned  about  the  nuclear  reactors  in  the  bay.  Please  notify  me 
of  any  public  hearings  about  the  nuclear  aircraft  carrier  homeporting  at  the  above 
address. 


1.9.1 


Sincerely, 

lY). 

Michele  Mmphree 
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Comment 

Number _ _ _ Response _ 

Michele  Murphfee 

1.9.1  A  letter  was  sent  to  you  with  the  revised  public  hearing  dates. 
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Comment 

Number  _ Response 


Joanne  Marsh 

I.lO.l  Your  comments  are  noted  and  included  in  the  Final  EIS.  Your  previous  letter  is 

also  included  and  responses  provided  (see  letter  coded  as  1.2  and  response  1.2.1). 


1.10 


To  Mr.  John  Coon 


We  wish  to  register  our  dismay,  at  the  home  porting  of  yet  2  additional  | 
Nuclear  Carriers  in  the  San 

Diego  Bay.  We  have  not  been  apprised  of  the  environmental  impact  in  our  area,  nor 
the  risks  involved,  to  our  satisfaction. 

My  husband  and  I  have  lived  in  San  Diego  for  over  50  years,  and  have 
knowledge  of  the  toxic  impact  of  the  Navy  in  North  Island,  already.  We  feel  that  toxic 
waste  is  still  a  major  problem,  and  now  you  are  adding  additional  environmental 
concerns.  These  carriers  and  their  infrastructure,  are  too  close  to  our  city  and 
homes,  and  we  have  not  been  informed  sufficiently. 

Do  not  create  a  Megaport  of  Nuclear  Carriers,  in  the  San  Diego  Bay,  and  do 
not  build  all  the  surrounding  infrastructure  to  contain  its  waste,  and  support  its 
needs!! 


In  deep  concern, 

Anita  and  Irv  Hosenpud 

1 01 6  Cypress  Way 

San  Diego,  California  92103 


Lll.l 
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Comment 

Number  _ Response 


Anita  and  Irv  Hosenpud 

I.ll.l  Your  comments  are  noted  and  are  included  in  the  Final  EIS. 
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Comment 

Number  Response 


Stephen  Wawrytko 

1.12.1  Your  comments  are  noted  and  are  included  in  the  Final  EIS. 

1.12.2  All  facilities  constructed  by  the  Navy  are  subject  to  the  NEPA  process.  No 
facility  can  be  built  without  funding;  it  is  impossible  to  do  so  imder  federal 
contracting  regulations. 

The  burning  of  materials  at  Miramar  that  you  commented  upon  is  not  from  any 
Navy  operation.  If  smoke  is  seen  emanating  from  Coimty  of  San  Diego  landfill 
operations  there,  it  is  within  the  allowances  of  County  of  San  Diego  air  permits 
issued  to  the  City. 

In  the  third  paragraph  of  your  letter,  you  claim  that  the  Navy  currently  operates 
outside  the  strict  federal  and  local  regulations  in  its  handling  of  toxic  and 
hazardous  material.  However,  all  such  Navy  facilities  are  permitted  and  local, 
state,  and  federal  regulators  audit  the  Navy's  operation.  The  EPA  is  granted 
access  to  military  facilities  and  issues  reports  on  the  Navy's  compliance  with 
environmental  laws  and  regulations. 

Please  see  response  to  comment  1.4.1. 

1.12.3  For  information  on  the  Navy's  compliance  with  regulations  for  the  handling  of 
toxic  materials,  please  see  response  to  comment  1.12.2  immediately  above. 

1.12.4  San  Diego  historically  has  been  home  port  to  three  aircraft  carriers  (CVs).  The 
proposed  action  will  not  cause  this  niunber  to  increase,  but  only  to  change  the 
type  of  aircraft  carrier  (CVN)  homeported  at  NASNI.  Therefore,  there  would  be 
no  change  to  the  strategic  value  of  San  Diego  as  a  result  of  the  proposed  action. 
Please  see  also  response  1.4.1.  In  addition,  the  development  of  reasonable 
alternatives  evaluated  in  the  EIS  is  described  in  section  2.3. 

1.12.5  Please  see  response  to  comment  0.12.33. 

1.12.6  Although  no  specific  or  substantiated  issues  were  noted  by  the  commentor,  the 
Navy  notes  the  commentor's  general  opinion  regarding  the  proposed  action. 

1.12.7  Your  comments  are  noted  and  are  included  in  the  Final  EIS. 

1.12.8  Your  comments  are  noted  and  are  included  in  the  Final  EIS. 

1.12.9  It  is  important  to  note  that  the  results  of  all  the  analyses  of  both  normal 

operations  and  hypothetical  accidents  indicate  that  there  would  be  no  significant 

direct  or  indirect  or  short  or  long-term  radiological  impacts  from  homeporting 
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Comment 

Number 


_  Response _ 

and  maintaining  NIMITZ-class  aircraft  carriers  or  operating  NIMITZ-class 
aircraft  carrier  maintenance  facilities. 
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October?,  1998 


Mr.  John  Coon 
Project  Manager 

Southwest  Division,  Naval  FacUities 
Engineering  Command,  Code  05AL-JC 
1220  Pacific  Highway 
San  Diego,  C A  92132 

Dear  Mr.  Coon, 

We  realize  that  the  purpose  of  the  U.S.  Navy  is  to  protect  Americans.  That’s  great. 
But  the  prospect  of  three  nuclear  aircraft  carriers  homeporting  in  San  Diego  Bay  strikes 
terror  in  our  hearts. 

We  have  heard  the  rhetoric;  “Nuclear  power  is  safe,”  “San  Diego  has  had  nuclear 
subs  for  years,”  “It’s  for  the  defense  of  our  nation”  (good  of  the  many  vs.  good  of  the 
few?),  yadda,  yadda.  One  mistake  and  it’s  ail  over  for  San  Diego. 

We  say  “NO”  to  additional  nuclear  carriers.  We’d  like  to  see  a  San  Diego  free  of 
nuclear-powered  vessels  and  nuclear  waste. 

With  friends  like  the  Navy,  who  needs  enemies?  One  day  we  will  all  be  sorry  when 
there’s  an  “accident.” 


2336  Sumac  Drive 
San  Diego,  CA  92105 


(619)  282-6126 
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Comment 

Number  _ Response 


Patty  Mooney  and  Mark  Schulze 

1.13.1  Please  see  response  to  comment  1.4.1. 
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Comment 

Number  _ Response  _ 


H.  Bourne 

I. 14.1  Your  comments  are  noted  and  are  included  in  the  Final  EIS. 
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DEVELOPING  HOME  PORT  FACILITIES  FOR 
THREE  NIMITZ-CLASS  AIRCRAFT  CARRIERS 
IN  SUPPORT  OF  THE  U.S;  PACIFIC  FLEET 


DRAFT  ENVIRONMENTAL  IMPACT  STATEMENT 


DRAFT  EIS  COMMENTS 


Name; 


Address: 


COMMENTS: 


Note;  This  form  is  supplied  for  your  convenience.  You  are  not  required  to  use  this  form. 
Comments  of  any  length  may  be  submitted  to  the  address  on  the  reverse  side  of  this  form.  Your 
comments  should  be  postmarked  on  or  before  November  12, 1998. 
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Comment 

Number 


Joe  Bacon 
1.15.1 


1.15.2 


Response 


It  is  beyond  the  scope  of  this  environmental  document  to  hypothesize  on  a 
theoretical  scenario  involving  terrorist  activities  in  the  San  Diego  area.  In 
addition,  the  Navy  does  not  perceive  that  having  three  CVNs  at  NASNI 
increases  the  security  threat  beyond  the  potential  that  has  existed  for  the  past 
several  decades.  The  robustness  of  a  naval  vessel  designed  to  withstand  combat 
damage  lessens  the  potential  impact  that  such  an  act  might  incur.  Increased 
numbers  of  CVNs  is  not  deemed  to  present  any  significant  increased  risk  to  the 
San  Diego  area  from  Chinese  missiles  with  Super  Advanced  Guidance  Systems. 
See  also  response  to  comment  L.4.44  and  1.15.2  below. 

The  Navy  does  not  perceive  that  having  three  CVNs  at  NASNI  increases  the 
threat  from  terrorists  beyond  the  potential  that  has  existed  for  the  past  several 
decades.  In  addition,  the  robustness  of  a  naval  vessel  designed  to  withstand 
combat  damage  lessens  the  potential  impact  that  such  an  act  might  incur.  The 
very  nature  of  a  military  asset  diminishes  its  attractiveness  as  a  target  for 
terrorist.  Not  only  is  there  a  constant  posture  of  security  maintained  through 
tightly  controlled  access  and  roving  patrols,  but  the  ability  of  the  trained 
"targeted  personnel"  to  react  with  deadly  force  increases  the  risk  to  the  terrorist. 
Please  refer  to  responses  1.15.1  and  1.37.1. 


1.15 


DEVELOPING  HOME  PORT  FACILITIES  FOR 
THREE  NIMITZ-CLASS  AIRCRAFT  CARRIERS 
IN  SUPPORT  OF  THE  U.Sv  PACIRG  FLEETS 

DRAFT  ENVIRONMENTAL  IMPACT  STATEMENT 


DRAFT  EIS  COMMENTS 


Note:  This  form  is  supplied  for  your  convenience.  You  are  not  required  to  use  this  form. 
Comments  of  any  length  may  be  submitted  to  the  address  on  the  reverse  side  of  this  form.  Your 
comments  should  be  postmarked  on  or  before  November  12, 1998. 
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Comment 

Number 


Eric  Bowlby 
1.16.1 


Response 


Our  pubUcly-elected  U.S.  Congress  and  President  of  the  United  States  make 
programmatic  decisions  regarding  Naval  ships  (e.g.,  application  of  nuclear 
power),  and  thus  comments  regarding  these  decisions  are  beyond  the  scope  of 
this  EIS.  The  results  of  all  the  analyses  of  both  normal  operations  and 
hypothetical  accidents  indicate  that  there  would  be  no  significant  radiological 
impacts  from  homeporting  and  maintaining  NIMITZ-class  aircraft  carriers  or 
operating  NIMITZ-class  aircraft  carrier  maintenance  facilities. 
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Jack  A.  Brill 

1.17.1  The  Navy  has  never  stated  that  CVNs  could  not  transit  the  San  Diego  Harbor 
Channel  xmder  low  tide  conditions  in  emergency  situations.  Sufficient  depth 
exists  in  San  Diego  Channels  to  accommodate  emergency  situations.  CVNs 
imder  normal  conditions  can  transit  the  San  Diego  channel  imder  all  but  the 
lowest  of  "minus"  tides.  Since  the  dredging  of  the  channel  and  turning  basin 
occurred  in  1998,  fully  loaded  CVNs  have  large  windows  of  sailing  times  at 
MLLW  or  better.  The  location  of  three  CVNs  in  San  Diego  poses  no  more  of  a 
"Pearl  Harbor"  threat  than  has  existed  with  the  three  conventionally  powered 
aircraft  carriers  homeported  there.  Please  refer  to  response  to  comments  0.14.6, 
1.37.1,  and  1.29.2. 

San  Diego  historically  has  been  homeport  to  three  aircraft  carriers  (CVs).  The 
proposed  action  will  not  cause  this  number  to  increase,  but  only  to  change  the 
type  of  aircraft  carrier  (CVN)  homeported  at  NASNI.  Therefore,  there  would  be 
no  change  to  the  strategic  value  of  San  Diego  as  a  result  of  the  proposed  action. 
Please  also  see  the  response  to  0.13.27. 

1.17.2  Please  see  response  to  comment  1.17.1.  for  a  discussion  of  time  needed  to  get  San 
Diego-based  CVN  imderway  and  out  to  sea. 

1.17.3  The  Navy  notes  the  commentor's  general  opinion  regarding  the  proposed  action. 
However,  several  points  should  be  noted.  First,  as  explained  in  section  7.5  of  the 
EIS,  NNPP  operations  and  work  performed  at  Naval  bases  are  such  that  there  is 
no  need  for  imique  emergency  preparedness  programs  outside  the  base.  A 
community  near  to  where  nuclear-powered  ships  are  berthed  needs  no 
additional  emergency  planning  or  response  capability  beyond  that  which  exists 
for  emergencies  from  natural  events,  such  as  earthquakes  or  hurricanes. 

Second,  in  section  7.1.4  of  the  EIS  it  is  stated  that  "Two  nuclear-powered 
submarines  (USS  THRESHER  and  USS  SCORPION)  sank  during  operations  at 
sea  in  the  1960's.  Neither  was  lost  due  to  a  reactor  accident  ..."  Thus,  the 
commentor's  assertion  that  these  incidents  were  related  to  a  failure  of  a  nuclear- 
related  system  is  not  correct. 

Finally,  the  Navy's  historical  record  of  safe  and  responsible  operation  of  nuclear 
powered  warships  is  discussed  in  Volume  I,  section  7  of  the  EIS.  The  NNPP 
pays  very  close  attention  to  problems  and  their  prevention.  The  approach  taken 
is  to  evaluate  even  the  smallest  mistake  and  take  appropriate  corrective  action  to 
preclude  recurrence.  Working  on  the  small  problems  helps  ensure  that  larger 
problems  do  not  occiu*.  Notwithstanding,  the  Navy  does  not  claim  that  such  a 
large  and  complex  engineering  endeavor  has  been  without  problems. 
Equipment  sometimes  fails  and  people  do  make  mistakes.  The  Navy  does  not 
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1.17.4 

1.17.5 


Response 


deny  that  problems  have  occurred.  However,  the  facts  are  that  since  the 
inception  of  the  NNPP  almost  half  a  century  ago,  there  has  never  been  a  reactor 
accident  associated  with  the  Program,  nor  has  there  been  any  release  of 
radioactivity  that  has  had  a  significant  effect  on  the  public  or  the  environment. 
The  approach  taken  is  to  evaluate  even  the  smallest  mistake  and  take 
appropriate  corrective  action  to  preclude  recurrence.  The  vast  majority  of  NNPP 
problems  are  such  that  they  would  not  be  considered  "reportable  events"  or 
"abnormal  occurrences"  imder  NRC  or  DOE  reporting  systems. 

Please  see  response  to  comment  1.5.1. 

Ehiring  the  BRAG  CVN  Homeporting  ordnance  was  discovered  within  the 
material  deposited  on  the  beach  in  South  Oceanside,  California.  Subsequent  to 
this  discovery,  the  Navy  determined  that,  due  to  potential  risks  to  public  health 
and  safety,  the  remaining  material  would  be  dredged  and  disposed  at  a 
designated  offshore  disposal  site  (LA-5). 

A  geophysical  survey  for  ordnance  has  been  conducted  at  Pier  J/K.  This  effort 
included  debris  and  magnetometer  survey  with  diver  and  a  pile  survey  to 
identify  location  and  size  of  possible  debris.  Also  included  was  a  hydrographic 
survey  of  the  mitigation  site  near  Pier  Bravo.  Even  with  the  current  available 
technology  there  can  not  be  a  100%  certainty  of  identifying  buried  ordnance. 

In  response  to  comments  to  maximize  the  beneficial  uses  of  dredged  material 
from  the  proposed  action,  the  Navy  is  proposing,  as  the  preferred  option,  to 
transport  dredged  material  from  Pier  J/K  and  mitigation  site  to  be  deposited  just 
south  of  the  Naval  Amphibious  Base  for  the  creation  of  intertidal/subtidal 
habitat.  Creation  of  this  enhancement  habitat  in  Navy  protected  waters  is 
consistent  with  the  Coastal  Act  and  supports  the  "San  Diego  Bay  Integrated 
Natural  Resources  Management  Plan".  This  preferred  option  would  minimize 
public  health  and  safety  risks  that  may  result  from  ordnance  contained  in  the 
dredged  footprint.  Because  of  this  risk  near  shore  and  beach  replenishment  was 
not  considered  an  alternative.  Please  see  section  2.3.3.1  in  the  EIS  for  a 
discussion  of  the  proposed  action. 

A  site  specific  explosive  safety  management  plan  will  be  developed  in 
accordance  with  DOD  Directive  6055.9,  "DOD  Ammrmition  and  Explosive 
Safety  Standards,"  to  fniniiruze  the  risks  if  ordnance  is  discovered. 

Final  disposal  would  be  in  accordance  with  permit  specifications  and  agency 
requirements. 

A  decision  was  made  early  in  the  initial  development  of  this  EIS  to  not  use 
specific  aircraft  carrier  names  or  hull  numbers  to  identify  prospective 
replacements  or  decommissionings.  This  decision  was  based  on  the  premise  that 
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the  Navy's  plans  can  change  subject  to  a  variety  of  uncontrollable  circumstances, 
and  nowhere  is  this  more  true  than  with  “long  range"  plans.  Consequently, 
with  the  exception  of  the  USS  ABRAHAM  LINCOLN,  which  is  homeported  at 
NAVSTA  Everett,  Washington,  potential  specific  replacements  or  retirements 
were  not  identified  because  (1)  the  EIS  proposes  the  development  of  home  port 
facilities  for  a  particular  CVN  class,  and  (2)  this  approach  retained  plan  flexibility 
by  allowing  for  substitution  of  hulls.  The  LINCOLN  could  specifically  be 
identified  because  it  was  neither  a  potential  replacement  nor  a  decommissioning 
candidate,  but  rather  the  subject  of  an  examination  with  a  focus  toward 
increasing  the  efficiency  of  support  infrastructure,  maintenance  and  repair 
capabilities,  and  the  enhancement  of  crew  quality  of  life  (please  see  section  1.1  of 
this  EIS). 

Notwithstanding  the  discussion  above,  a  chronology  of  events  resulting  in  the 
potential  replacements  for  aircraft  carriers  planned  for  decommissioning  in  the 
San  Diego  area  is  provided  to  help  the  reader  understand  how  NASNI  has 
customarily  been  home  port  for  three  aircraft  carriers. 

In  the  1980s,  the  Navy  reduced  the  size  of  its  achve  aircraft  carriers  from  15  to  12: 
six  in  the  Atlantic  Fleet  and  six  in  the  Pacific  Fleet.  Before  that  time,  NASNI  had 
been  the  homeport  for  at  least  three  aircraft  carriers.  In  the  early  1970s,  this 
included  USS  TICONDEROGA,  USS  KITTY  HAWK,  and  USS 
CONSTELLATION;  in  the  mid-1970s,  USS  RANGER,  KITTY  HAWK,  and 
CONSTELLATION;  throughout  the  1980s,  RANGER,  KITTY  HAWK,  and 
CONSTELLATION;  and  in  the  early  1990s,  a  combination  of  USS 
INDEPENDENCE,  (while  KITTY  HAWK  and/or  CONSTELLATION  were 
imdergoing  their  Service  Life  Extension  effort  in  Philadelphia,  Pennsylvania), 
KITTY  HAWK,  CONSTELLATION,  and  RANGER.  All  ships  listed  above  are  or 
were  conventionally  powered  carriers,  or  "CVs." 

In  1993,  RANGER  was  decommissioned  at  the  end  of  its  service  life  and 
removed  from  NASNI,  temporarily  reducing  the  port-loading  to  two  CVs.  In 
1993,  a  Base  Realignment  and  Closure  Commission  (BRAC)  action  resulted  in  the 
closure  of  NAS  Alameda,  California.  Because  there  were  no  CVN  homeport- 
capable  berths  at  NASNI,  the  Navy  was  allowed  to  shift  both  NAS  Alameda 
CVNs  to  the  Pacific  Northwest,  pending  completion  of  construction  of  suitable 
homeport  facilities  at  NASNI.  Those  facilities  were  the  subject  of  an  EIS  entitled 
Environmental  Impact  Statement  for  the  Development  of  Facilities  in  San  Diego  to 
Support  the  Homeporting  of  One  NIMTTZ  Class  Aircraft  Carrier  (DON  1995a).  The 
actual  vessel  that  fulfilled  the  BRAC  mandate  and  assumed  the  role  of  RANGER 
was  USS  JOHN  C.  STENNIS  (CVN-74).  Arriving  in  August  1998,  STENNIS  took 
over  one  CVs  worth  of  facility  support  infrastructure  at  NASNI.  NASNI  has  had 
the  historical  capacity  to  support  three  aircraft  carriers. 
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In. 1998,  INDEPENDENCE  (at  that  time  the  Navy's  "forward  deployed"  carrier) 
reached  the  end  of  its  service  life  and  was  decommissioned.  KITTY  HAWK  was 
designated  as  its  replacement  and  left  NASNI  in  July  1998,  20  months  after  the 
Nohce  of  Intent  for  this  EIS,  and  relocated  to  Yokosuka,  Japan.  This  resulted  in  a 
reduction  of  the  port  loading  at  NASNI  to  two  homeported  aircraft  carriers.  The 
USS  NIMITZ  is  currently  imdergoing  an  extended  maintenance  period  on  the 
East  Coast  and  will  require  a  homeport  berth  within  the  Pacific  Fleet  area.  Long 
range  plans  indicate  that  the  most  likely  arrival  date  on  the  West  Coast  for 
NIMITZ  would  be  early  2002.  Were  the  Preferred  Alternative  selected,  this  would 
bring  NASNI  back  to  its  historical  three  carrier  port-loading  baseline. 

USS  CONSTELLATION  is  expected  to  reach  the  end  of  its  service  life  in 
approximately  2003.  At  that  time,  NASNI  would  once  again  experience  a 
reduction  in  port  loading  to  two  homeported  carriers  if  the  Preferred  Alternative 
were  selected  by  the  Navy.  The  same  long  range  plans  addressing  NIMITZ  also 
involve  replacing  CONSTELLATION  with  the  USS  RONALD  REAGAN.  It  is 
anticipated  this  will  happen  in  2005.  Once  again,  if  the  Preferred  Alternative  were 
selected,  it  would  brmg  NASNI  back  to  its  historical  three  carrier  port-loading 
baseline. 

The  closure  of  Naval  Air  Station  (NAS)  Alameda,  California,  and  the  relocation 
of  two  CVNs  to  fleet  concentrations  in  San  Diego  and  the  Pacific  Northwest  were 
carried  out  in  compliance  with  the  1993  Defense  Base  Realignment  and  Closure 
Commission  (BRAC)  recommendations.  Consequently,  the  Department  of  the 
Navy  constructed  homeporting  facilities  for  one  CVN  at  NASM  (DON  1995a) 
and  one  at  Puget  Soimd  Naval  Shipyard  (PSNS),  Bremerton,  Washington  (DON 
1995b).  New  facilities  were  needed  at  NASNI  in  order  to  support  the 
homeporting  of  a  CVN,  since  prior  to  1998,  there  had  been  no  CVNs  homeported 
there.  At  the  time  the  Navy  proposed  the  construction  of  facilities  at  NASNI  to 
support  a  homeported  CVN,  the  Navy  prepared  an  EIS  to  present  the  analysis  of 
potential  environmental  effects  associated  with  that  action.  A  Final  EIS  for  that 
project  was  completed  in  November  1995.  In  this  Final  EIS,  the  Navy  stated, 
"The  proposed  action  of  this  EIS  does  not  affect  facilities  and  activities  required 
for  the  two  conventionally  powered  carriers  (CVs)  that  are  currently  homeported 
in  the  San  Diego  area.  However,  as  the  older  CVs  are  decommissioned,  they  will 
be  replaced  with  newer  CVNs.  Therefore,  a  decision  to  establish  the  capability 
to  support  one  CVN  in  the  San  Diego  area  makes  it  reasonably  foreseeable  that 
future  decisions  on  where  to  homeport  additional  CVNs  (CV  replacements) 
beyond  the  year  2000  could  result  in  their  being  proposed  for  homeporting  in  the 
San  Diego  area.  This  EIS,  therefore,  considers  the  potential  cumulative 
environmental  impacts  of  CV  replacement  and  homeporting  a  total  of  three 
CVNs  in  the  San  Diego  area.  The  Navy  is  not,  however,  developing  proposals 
addressing  where  to  homeport  new  CVNs  beyond  the  year  2000  at  this  time. 
When  the  Navy  does  develop  such  a  proposal,  it  will  prepare  the  appropriate 
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NEPA  docvunentation."  This  statement  was  intended  to  provide  public 
disclosure  of  reasonably  foreseeable  future  actions  that  were  not  ripe  for  decision 
at  that  time.  This  is  in  accordance  with  40  CFR  1508.7.  The  1995  EIS  also  states, 
"This  EIS,  therefore,  considers  the  potential  cumulative  impacts  of  CV 
replacement  and  homeporting  a  total  of  three  CVNs  in  San  Diego."  See  the  1995 
EIS,  Voliune  1,  Chapter  6  (DON  1995a). 

The  U.S.  District  Coiut  for  the  Southern  District  of  California  evaluated  the 
Navy's  1995  EIS  with  regard  to  the  segmentation  issue  raised  by  d\e  City.  The 
District  Coiurt  was  aware  of  the  Notice  of  Intent  (December  1996)  for  this  EIS 
before  rendering  its  decision  on  the  1995  EIS  in  May  1997.  The  District  Court 
concurred  with  the  Navy's  implementation  of  NEPA,  and  concluded  that  the 
Navy  had  not  rmderstated  the  potential  effects  of  a  larger  project  by  preparation 
of  two  documents  (segmentation).  In  a  Court  order  dated  May  12,  1997,  the 
Court  stated,  "Because  the  Court  finds  that  no  proposal  to  homeport  three  CVNs 
existed  prior  to  the  issuance  of  the  Final  EIS,  the  Final  EIS's  analysis  of  the 
possible  ciunulative  impacts  of  potential  additional  home  ports  suffices  under 
NEPA." 
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Andy  Dickinson 

1.18.1  The  Navy  does  not  perceive  that  having  three  CVNs  at  NASNI  increases  the 

threat  from  terrorists  beyond  the  potential  that  has  existed  for  the  past  several 
decades.  In  addition,  the  robustness  of  a  naval  vessel  designed  to  withstand 
combat  damage  lessens  the  potential  impact  that  such  an  act  might  incur.  The 
very  nature  of  a  military  asset  diminishes  its  attractiveness  as  a  target  for 
terrorist.  Not  only  is  there  a  constant  posture  of  security  maintained  through 
tightly  controlled  access  and  roving  patrols,  but  the  ability  of  the  trained 
"targeted  personnel"  to  react  with  deadly  force  increases  the  risk  to  the  terrorist. 
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DRAFT  ENVIRONMENTAL  IMPACT  STATEMENT 


DRAFT  EIS  COMMENTS 


Note:  This  form  is  supplied  for  your  convenience.  You  are  not  required  to  use  this  form. 
Comments  of  any  length  may  be  submitted  to  the  address  on  the  reverse  side  of  this  form.  Your 
comments  should  be  postmarked  on  or  before  November  12, 1998. 


1.19 


CERTIFIED  TRANSLATION  OF  A  DRAFT  EIS  COMMENT 

Name:  ANA  MARIA  ESTRADA 

Address:  2005  K  St.  San  Diego,  CA.  92102 

COMMENTS: 

WELL,  I  AM  VERY  WORRIED  DUE  TO  THE  SHIPS  THAT  HAVE  COME  HERE  uw 
TO  SAN  DIEGO,  FOR  THE  CONTAMINATED  AIR,  FOR  THE  HEALTH,  FOR 
THE  ILLNESS  OF  ASTHMA  FOR  THE  CHILDREN  AND  OLD  PEOPLE  AND 
WE  ASK  FOR  YOUR  UNDERSTANDING  TOWARDS  THE  CHILDREN. 

ANA  MARIA  ESTRADA  1 0/28/98 
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Anamaria  Estrada 

1-19.1  The  air  quality  analysis  in  the  Draft  EIS  is  based  on  compliance  with  national 

and  state  ambient  air  quality  standards.  These  standards  represent  allowable 
atmospheric  concentrations  at  which  the  public  health  and  welfare  are  protected 
and  include  a  reasonable  margin  of  safety  to  protect  the  more  sensitive 
individuals  in  the  population,  such  as  elderly  people  and  children.  Since  the 
proposed  action  alternatives  would  not  exceed  any  ambient  air  quality  standard, 
public  health  would  be  protected  from  the  effects  of  the  proposed  action 
alternatives.  Toxic  air  contaminants  (TACs)  emissions  from  the  proposed 
dredging  and  disposal  actions  at  NASNI  would  produce  insignificant  health 
impacts  to  the  public. 

El  andlisis  de  la  calidad  del  aire  en  el  Draft  EIS  (Estudio  de  Impacto  al  Medio  Ambiente) 
estd  basado  en  el  cumplimiento  con  las  normas  de  la  calidad  del  aire  ambiental  nacional  y 
estatal.  Estas  normas  representan  las  concentraciones  atmosfericas  permisibles  en  las 
ciiales  el  bienestar  y  la  salud  publica  estdn  protegidas  e  incliiye  un  margen  razonable  de 
segiiridad  para  proteger  a  los  individuos  mas  sensibles  dentro  de  la  poblacidn,  tales  como 
las  personas  mayores  y  los  ninos.  Como  las  acciones  alternativas  propuestas  no 
excederian  ninguna  norma  de  la  calidad  del  aire  ambiental,  la  salud  publica  estarta 
protegida  de  los  efectos  de  las  acciones  alternativas  propuestas.  Las  emisiones  de  los 
contaminantes  toxicos  del  aire  (TAC)  causadas  por  el  dragado  propuesto  y  por  las 
acciones  de  deshecho  en  NASNI,  producirian  un  impacto  insignificante  en  la  salud 
publica. 
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DRAFT  EIS  COMMENTS 


Address: 
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Date 


Note:  This  form  is  supplied  for  your  convenience.  You  are  not  required  to  use  this  form. 
Comments  of  any  length  may  be  submitted  to  the  address  on  the  reverse  side  of  this  form.  Your 
comments  should  be  postmarked  on  or  before  November  12, 1998. 
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Irv  Hosenpud 

1.20.1  There  is  considerable  information  contained  in  the  EIS  on  issues  pertaining  to 

the  risks  associated  with  radiation  exposure  and  hiunan  health.  Appendix  E 
provides  a  summary  of  a  number  of  studies  that  evaluated  the  risks  of  radiation 
exposure  near  Naval  Nuclear  Propulsion  Program  facilities.  The  results  of  these 
studies  and  those  contained  in  Appendix  F  of  this  EIS  indicate  there  is  no 
significant  radiological  risks  to  the  health  and  safety  of  the  general  public  as  a 
result  of  NNPP  operations  or  the  proposed  action. 
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DRAFT  ENVIRONMENTAL  IMP  ACT  STATEMENT 


DRAFT  EIS  COMMENTS 


Note: /This  form  is  supplied  for  your  convenience.  You  are  not  required  to  use  this  form. 
Comments  of  any  length  may  be  submitted  to  the  address  on  the  reverse  side  of  this  form.  Your 
comments  should  be  postmarked  on  or  before  November  12, 1998. 
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Anita  L.  Hunter 

1.21.1  Radioactive  waste  disposal  issues  are  addressed  in  sections  3.15.2  and  7.4.3  of  the 
EIS.  In  addition,  a  wide  range  of  hypothetical  accidents  was  considered  in  the 
development  of  the  analysis  presented  in  the  EIS.  The  hypothetical  accidents 
analyzed  indicate  risks  that  are  unlikely  to  be  exceeded  by  other  accidents  (e.g., 
airplane  crash,  earthquake,  tsunamis,  or  terrorism).  The  results  of  all  the 
analyses  indicate  that  there  would  be  no  significant  radiological  impacts  from 
homeporting  and  maintaining  NIMITZ-class  aircraft  carriers  or  operating 
NIMITZ-class  aircraft  carrier  maintenance  facilities. 

1.21.2  As  explained  in  section  3.2.1,  contaminated  locations  on  North  Island  are  in  the 
Navy  Installation  Restoration  Program.  The  contaminated  locations  are  being 
addressed  in  accordance  with  the  Comprehensive  Environmental  Response, 
Compensation  and  Liability  Act  (CERCLA),  the  National  Oil  and  Hazardous 
Substance  Pollution  Contingency  Plan,  and/or  Resource  Conservation  and 
Recovery  Act  (RCRA)  Subtitle  I. 

1.21.3  The  Navy  knows  of  no  epidemiological  reports  in  the  Point  Loma  area 
concerning  higher  incidents  of  breast  or  thyroid  cancer  than  normal.  However, 
Appendix  E  provides  a  summary  of  a  munber  of  studies  that  evaluated  the  risks 
of  radiation  exposure  near  Naval  Nuclear  Propulsion  Program  facilities.  The 
results  of  these  studies  indicate  there  is  no  significant  risk  to  the  health  and 
safety  of  the  general  public  as  a  result  of  NNPP  operations. 
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comments  should  be  postmarked  on  or  before  November  12, 1998. 
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Larry  C.  Mangelsen 

1.22.1  Our  publicly-elected  U.S.  Congress  and  President  of  the  United  States  make 
programmatic  decisions  regarding  Naval  ships  (e.g.  application  of  nuclear 
power),  and  thus  comments  regarding  these  decisions  are  beyond  the  scope  of 
this  EIS.  The  results  of  all  the  analyses  of  both  normal  operations  and 
hypothetical  accidents  indicate  that  there  would  be  no  significant  radiological 
impacts  from  homeporting  and  maintaining  NIMITZ-class  aircraft  carriers  or 
operating  NIMITZ-class  aircraft  carrier  maintenance  facilities. 

1.22.2  See  response  to  comment  0.12.55. 

1.22.3  The  EIS  addresses  the  potential  environmental  impacts  to  present  conditions 
associated  with  homeporting  three  CVNs.  The  impact  analysis  for  San  Diego 
Bay  indicated  that  homeporting  is  not  expected  to  result  in  significant  adverse 
impacts  to  water  or  sediment  quality. 
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comments  should  be  postmarked  on  or  before  November  12, 1998. 
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CERTIFIED  TRANSLATION  OF  A  DRAFT  EIS  COMMENT 

Name:  LEONOR  MIRAMONTES 

Address:  1749  Logan  Avenue  San  Diego  CA,  92113 

COMMENTS: 


MY  COMMENT  IS  THAT  I  AM  AGAINST  YOU  BRINGING  NUCLEAR  PLANTS 
BECAUSE  IT  IS  VERY  RISKY  AND  DANGEROUS  FOR  OUR  COMMUNITY 
WHERE  THERE  ARE  CHILDREN  AND  YOU  WOULD  BE  DOING  A  BAD  EVIL 
BECAUSE  YOU  WOULD  CONTAMINATE  THE  AIR  AND  OUR  CHILDREN 
WOULD  GET  SICK  AND  THAT  IS  WHY  I  WILL  OPPOSE  SO  THAT  IT  WILL 
NOT  HAPPEN  IN  THE  COMMUNITY,  AND  WHEREVER  YOU  WANT  TO  PUT 
THAT,  WE  WILL  OPPOSE  IT  FOR  OUR  CHILDREN  WHO  ARE  INNOCENT 
CHILDREN  AND  DO  NOT  KNOW  OF  THE  DANGER  AND  US,  AS  ADULTS, 
WILL  OVERSEE  IT  FOR  THEM  AND  FOR  OURSELVES,  THAT  IS  WHY  WE 
ASK  YOU  TO  PLEASE  NOT  BRING  THOSE  WEAPONS,  THANK  YOU 


LEONOR  MIRAMONTE  10/28/98 
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Leonor  Miramontes 

1.23.1  A  wide  range  of  hypothetical  accidents  was  considered  in  the  development  of 

the  analysis  presented  in  the  EIS.  The  hypothetical  accidents  analyzed  indicate 
risks  that  are  unlikely  to  be  exceeded  by  other  accidents  (e.g.,  airplane  crash, 
earthquake,  tsunamis,  or  terrorism).  The  results  of  all  the  analyses  of  both 
normal  operations  and  hypothetical  accidents  indicate  that  there  would  be  no 
significant  radiological  impacts  from  homeporting  and  maintaining  NIMITZ- 
class  aircraft  carriers  or  operating  NIMITZ-class  aircraft  carrier  maintenance 
facilities. 

En  el  desarrollo  de  los  andlisis  presentados  en  el  EIS  (Estudio  de  Impacto  al  Medio 
Ambiente)  se  considerd  una  amplia  diversidad  de  accidentes  hipoteticos.  Los  accidentes 
hipoteticos  analizados  indican  riesgos  que  probablemente  no  sean  excedidos  por  otros 
accidentes  (ejemplo:  el  choque  de  tin  avion,  terremotos,  maremotos  o  el  terrorismo).  Los 
resultados  de  todos  los  andlisis,  tanto  de  las  operaciones  normales  como  de  los  accidentes 
hipoteticos,  indican  que  no  existirdn  impactos  radiologicos  significativos  del  puerto  base 
y  del  mantenimiento  de  los  portaaviones  de  clase  NIMITZ  o  de  operar  las  instalaciones 
de  mantenimiento  para  los  portaaviones  clase  NIMITZ. 
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comments  should  be  postmarked  on  or  before  November  12, 1998. 
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Nsme:  JOSE  MIRAMONTES 

Address:  1751  Logan  Avenue  San  Diego  CA, 


COMMENTS: 

MY  COMMENT  IS  THAT  I  AM  AGAINST  YOU  BRINGING  ANY  MORE  L24.i 
NUCLEAR  WEAPONS  AND  NUCLEAR  TOXICS,  BECAUSE  IT  IS  DANGEROUS 
WITH  A  NUCLEAR  SPILL.  FOR  THE  CITIES  AND  COLONIES  OF  THE  AREA., 
BECAUSE  IT  COULD  POISON  THE  AIR  AND  THOUSAND  OF  PEOPLE 
COULD  DIE  OR  MAYBE  MILLONS,  AMONG  ADULTS,  CHILDREN,  WOMEN 
AND  MEN,  AND  WITH  TIME  IT  WOULD  BRING  ILLNESSES  TO  OUR 
CHILDREN  AND  TO  THE  ENVIRONMENT  AND  TO  OUR  OWN  HEALTH.  AND 
FOR  THE  WELFARE  OF  OUR  COMMUNITY  WE  WILL  TOTALLY  OPPOSE  TO 
HAVE  NUCLEAR  WEAPONS,  FOR  THE  WELFARE  OF  EACH  FAMILY  OR 
HOME  IN  OUR  COMMUNITY. 


JOSE  MIRAMONTE  10/28/98 
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Jose  Miramontes 

1.24.1  It  is  the  Department  of  Defense  policy  to  neither  confirm  nor  deny  the  presence 

of  nuclear  weapons  at  any  site. 

A  wide  range  of  hypothetical  accidents  was  considered  in  the  development  of 
the  analysis  presented  in  the  EIS.  The  h)rpothetical  accidents  analyzed  indicate 
risks  that  are  unlikely  to  be  exceeded  by  other  accidents  (e.g.,  airplane  crash, 
earthquake,  tsunamis,  or  terrorism).  The  results  of  all  the  analyses  of  both 
normal  operations  and  hypothetical  accidents  indicate  that  there  would  be  no 
significant  radiological  impacts  from  homeporting  and  maintaining  NIMITZ- 
class  aircraft  carriers  or  operating  NIMITZ-class  aircraft  carrier  maintenance 
facilities. 

La  polttica  del  Departamento  de  Defensa  es  de  ni  confirmar,  ni  de  negar  la  presencia  de 
armas  nucleares  en  ninguna  ubicacion. 

En  el  desarrollo  de  los  andlisis  presentados  en  el  EIS  (Estudio  de  Impacto  al  Medio 
Ambiente)  se  considers  una  amplia  diversidad  de  accidentes  hipoteticos.  Los  accidentes 
hipoteticos  analizados  indican  riesgos  que  probablemente  no  sean  excedidos  por  otros 
accidentes  (ejemplo:  el  choqiie  de  un  avion,  terremotos,  maremotos  o  el  terrorismo).  Los 
resultados  de  todos  los  andlisis,  tanto  de  las  operaciones  normales  como  de  los  accidentes 
hipoteticos,  indican  que  no  existirdn  impactos  radiologicos  significativos  del  puerto  base 
y  del  mantenimienio  de  los  portaaviones  de  clase  NIMITZ  o  de  operar  las  instalaciones 
de  mantenimiento  para  los  portaaviones  clase  NIMITZ. 
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James  Ricker 

1.25.1  Your  comments  are  noted  and  are  included  in  the  Final  EIS. 

1.25.2  Please  see  responses  to  comments  L.4.100, 0.10.31,  and  0.10.34. 

1.25.3  This  EIS  was  prepared  pursuant  to  the  National  Environmental  Policy  Act, 
passed  by  Congress  in  1969.  The  Act  requires  public  disclosure  via  a  scoping 
notice,  a  scoping  hearing,  and  a  Draft  EIS  that  is  made  available  to  the  public. 
The  public  is  then  provided  the  opportunity  to  comment  upon  and  question  the 
description  of  the  proposed  action  and  the  environmental  effects.  The  Navy,  as 
Lead  Agency,  is  responsible  for  addressing  the  public's  questions  and  comments 
in  the  Final  EIS.  The  public  wiU  have  30  days  to  review  the  Final  EIS  before  a 
decision  is  made.  This  is  the  democratic  process  established  by  Congress  and  the 
Cormcil  on  Environmental  Quality.  The  Navy  believes  it  has  followed  aU 
applicable  laws  and  regulations  in  preparing  this  EIS. 
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CERTIFIED  TRANSLATION  OF  A  DRAFT  EIS  COMMENT 

Name:  MOCTEZUMA  RODRIGUEZ 

Address:  1911  Harrison  Avenue,  San  Diego  CA 

COMMENTS: 

ALL  WE  ARE  SEEING  IS  THE  CAUSE  OF  THE  RISK  THAT  ONE  MORNING 
WILL  DESTROY  US.  WE  SEE  CHILDREN  MUTILATED  AND  DEFORMED, 
CANCEROUS  OLD  PEOPLE,  THANKS  TO  THE  USE  OF  ATOMIC  ENERGY. 
WE  SHALL  NOT  PERMIT  THIS,  ALTHOUGH  MANY  THING  ARE  FOR  THE 
GOOD  OF  SCIENCE.  WE  ARE  AGAINST  AIR  AND  WATER  CONTAMINATION. 
NO  MORE  MOVING  NUCLEAR  PLANTS  LIKE  RADIOACTIVE  SHIPS  ARE. 
THANK  YOU  FOR  THE  GIVING  ME  THE  OPPORTUNITY  OF  SAYING  IT. 

MOCTEZUMA  RODRIGUEZ  10/28/98 
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Moctezuma  Rodriguez 

1.26.1  A  wide  range  of  hypothetical  accidents  was  considered  in  the  development  of 

the  analysis  presented  in  the  EIS.  The  hypothetical  accidents  analyzed  indicate 
risks  that  are  unlikely  to  be  exceeded  by  other  accidents  (e.g.,  airplane  crash, 
earthquake,  tsunamis,  or  terrorism).  The  results  of  all  the  analyses  of  both 
normal  operations  and  hypothetical  accidents  indicate  that  there  would  be  no 
significant  radiological  impacts  from  homeporting  and  maintaining  NIMITZ- 
class  aircraft  carriers  or  operating  NIMITZ-class  aircraft  carrier  maintenance 
facilities. 

En  el  desarrollo  de  los  andlisis  presentados  en  el  EIS  (Estudio  de  Impacto  al  Medio 
Ambiente)  se  considerd  una  amplia  diversidad  de  accidentes  hipoteticos.  Los  accidentes 
hipoteticos  analizados  indican  riesgos  qiie  probablemente  no  sean  excedidos  por  otros 
accidentes  (ejemplo:  el  choqiie  de  tin  avion,  terremotos,  maremotos  o  el  terrorismo).  Los 
resultados  de  todos  los  andlisis,  tanto  de  las  operaciones  normales  como  de  los  accidentes 
hipoteticos,  indican  que  no  existirdn  impactos  radiologicos  significativos  del  puerto  base 
y  del  mantenimiento  de  los  portaaviones  de  clase  NIMITZ  o  de  operar  las  instalaciones 
de  mantenimiento  para  los  portaaviones  clase  NIMITZ. 
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CERTIFIED  TRANSLATION  OF  A  DRAFT  EIS  COMMENT 


Name:  SANDRA  RODRIGUEZ 

Address:  2058  Main  St.  157,  San  Diego  CA  921 13 

COMMENTS: 


THE  IMPACT  WOULD  BE  CATASTROPHIC  FOR  THOUSANDS  OF  LATIN 
PEOPLE,  THEY  WOULD  BE  INFERTILE,  NOTHING  WOULD  BE  LEFT  OF  US, 
PEOPLE  NOR  ANIMALS,  THE  CHILDREN  WOULD  HAVE  NO  FUTURE,  THE 
ONE  THAT  WOULD  SURVIVE,  IT  WOULD  BE  BETTER  TO  BE  DEAD,  LIKE 
THE  OTHERS,  WITH  THEIR  DEFORMED  FACES,  LIKE  IN  JAPAN,  IT  WOULD 
BE  A  CURSE  FOR  (ILLEGIBLE)  OF  SOME  PEOPLE  THAT  DO  NOT  THINK  OF 
SOMETHING  BETTER  FOR  HUMANITY,  NUCLEAR  FOR  PEACE  TIME  IT  IS 
WELL  USED,  BUT  FOR  WHAT  YOU  WANT  IT,  IT  IS  VERY  BAD. 


1.27.1 


SANDRA  RODRIGUEZ  10/28/98 

THANK  YOU  FOR  SAYING  THIS  FOR  MYSELF  AND  FOR  MY  FAMILY. 
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Sandra  Rodriguez 

1.27.1  A  wide  range  of  hypothetical  accidents  was  considered  in  the  development  of 

the  analysis  presented  in  the  EIS.  The  hypothetical  accidents  analyzed  indicate 
risks  that  are  unlikely  to  be  exceeded  by  other  accidents  (e.g.,  airplane  crash, 
earthquake,  tsvmamis,  or  terrorism).  The  results  of  all  the  analyses  of  both 
normal  operations  and  hypotheHcal  accidents  indicate  that  there  would  be  no 
significant  radiological  impacts  from  homeporting  and  maintaining  NIMITZ- 
class  aircraft  carriers  or  operating  NIMITZ-class  aircraft  carrier  maintenance 
facilities. 

En  el  desarrollo  de  los  andlisis  presentados  en  el  EIS  (Estudio  de  Impacto  al  Medio 
Ambiente)  se  considers  una  amplia  diversidad  de  accidentes  hipoteticos.  Los  accidentes 
hipoteticos  analizados  indican  riesgos  que  probablemente  no  sean  excedidos  por  otros 
accidentes  (ejemplo:  el  choque  de  iin  avion,  terremotos,  maremotos  o  el  terrorismo).  Los 
resultados  de  todos  los  andlisis  tanto  de  las  operaciones  normales  como  de  los  accidentes 
hipoteticos,  indican  que  no  existirdn  impactos  radiologicos  significativos  del  puerto  base 
y  del  mantenimiento  de  los  portaaviones  de  clase  NIMITZ  o  de  operar  las  instalaciones 
de  mantenimiento  para  los  portaaviones  clase  NIMITZ. 
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Comment 

Number  Response 


Suzanne  Rosen 

1.28.1  The  Draft  EIS  was  published  on  28  August  1998  and  made  available  to  the  public 
for  review.  The  comment  period  was  extended  from  45  to  75  days. 

1.28.2  Without  a  request  for  specific  types  of  additional  research  and  documentation  to 
be  conducted,  this  comment  cannot  be  addressed. 
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IN  SUPPORT  OF  THE  U.S:  PACIRC  FLEET 

DRAFT  ENVIRONMENTAL  IMPACT  STATEMENT 


Name 


DRAFT  EIS  COMMENTS 


Address 
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Note:  This  form  is  supplied  for  your  convenience.  You  are  not  required  to  use  this  form. 
Comments  of  any  length  may  be  submitted  to  the  address  on  the  reverse  side  of  this  form.  Your 
comments  should  be  postmarked  on  or  before  November  12, 1998. 
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Comment 

Number 

Mel  Shapiro 

1.29.1 

1.29.2 


Response 


Please  see  response  to  comment  0.10.31. 

The  U.S.  Pacific  Fleet  has  dispersed  its  aircraft  carrier  assets  at  four  different 
home  ports:  Puget  Soimd  Naval  Shipyard,  Washington;  Naval  Station  Everett, 
Washington;  Yokosuka,  Japan;  and  San  Diego,  California.  This  geographic 
dispersal,  when  combined  with  deployment  conunitments,  results  in  few 
occasions  over  a  period  of  a  year  when  more  than  two  carriers  are  co-located  at 
any  one  port.  For  further  detail  on  security  issues  of  co-locating  more  than  one 
carrier  in  a  given  location,  please  see  the  response  to  comment  L.4.44. 
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Name; 


DRAFT  EIS  COMMENTS 


Address: 


COMMENTS: 
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Note;  This  form  is  supplied  for  your  convenience.  You  are  not  required  to  use  this  form. 
Comments  of  any  length  may  be  submitted  to  the  address  on  the  reverse  side  of  this  form.  Your 
comments  should  be  postmarked  on  or  before  November  12, 1998. 
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1.30.2 


1.30.3 


1.30 
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Comment 

Number _ Response 


Craig  Sherman 

1.30.1  Depending  on  the  alternative  selected,  views  of  Coronado  may  be  altered, 
although  impacts  would  remain  below  the  thresholds  of  significance  identified 
in  section  3.12.2.  As  stated  in  section  3.12  imder  the  discussion  of  operational 
impacts  for  each  alternative,  aircraft  carriers  have  been  accepted  as  part  of  the 
NASNI  view  for  decades.  It  is  common  for  multiple  aircraft  carriers  or  other 
ships  to  be  moored  at  NASNI  (DON  1995a).  Therefore,  providing  capacity  to 
homeport  up  to  two  additional  CVNs,  in  conjunction  with  the  decommissioning 
of  two  CVs,  would  not  substantially  change  the  existing  views  of  Coronado. 

1.30.2  It  is  difficult  to  assess  the  impacts  to  tourism  and  visitor  spending  in  the  San 
Diego  region  due  to  insignificant  changes  to  the  views  from  downtown  San 
Diego.  The  presence  of  Navy  facilities,  especially  vessels  have,  in  themselves, 
tourist  value.  The  San  Diego  region  has  a  wide  range  of  tourist  attractions 
(including  its  proximity  to  Mexico)  and  it  is  imlikely  that  potential  changes  in 
the  visual  environment  at  one  specific  location  will  measurably  impact  the  level 
of  tourism  in  the  San  Diego  region. 

1.30.3  The  creation  of  a  museum  for  the  USS  MIDWAY  at  the  Broadway  Street  Pier  has 
been  added  to  the  list  of  reasonably  foreseeable  projects  in  section  3.18.  The 
combination  of  this  project,  along  with  the  proposed  action  and  other  reasonably 
foreseeable  projects,  is  addressed  in  section  3.18. 
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THREE  NIWIITZ-GLASS  AIRCRAFT  CARRIERS 
IN  SUPPORT  OF  THE  PACIFIC  FLEET  : 


DRAFT  ENVIRONMENTAL  IMPACT  STATEMENT 


Name: 


DRAFT  EIS  COMMENTS 
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Note:  This  form  is  supplied  for  your  convenience.  You  are  not  required  to  use  this  form. 
Comments  of  any  length  may  be  submitted  to  the  address  on  the  reverse  side  of  this  form.  Your 
comments  should  be  postmarked  on  or  before  November  12, 1998. 
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Comment 

Number  Response 


Norma  Sullivan 

1.31.1  Notification  of  the  meeting  location  was  in  compliance  with  NEPA  requirements 

and  the  inclusion  of  a  second  meeting  was  in  direct  response  to  a  request  from 
the  commimity.  In  addition,  the  location  for  the  meeting  was  set  in  response  to  a 
specific  request  from  a  local  organization.  The  meeting  was  conducted  in 
accordance  with  NEPA  requirements  and  all  participants  who  wanted  to  speak 
were  provided  an  opportunity  to  make  comments.  Had  the  Navy  been  expecting 
more  people  as  compared  to  previous  meetings  involving  CVN  homeporting,  a 
larger  site  would  have  been  chosen. 
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DEVELOPING  HOME  PORT  FACILITIES  FOR! 
THREE  NIMITZ-CLASS  AIRCRAFT  CARRIERS 
IN  SUPPORT  OF  THE  U.S.  PACIFIC  FLEET 

DRAFT  ENVIRONMENTAL  IMPACT  STATEMENT 


DRAFT  EIS  COMMENTS 


Note;  This  form  is  supplied  for  your  convenience.  You  are  not  required  to  use  this  form. 
Comments  of  any  length  may  be  submitted  to  the  address  on  the  reverse  side  of  this  form.  Your 
comments  should  be  postmarked  on  or  before  November  12, 1998. 
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CERTIFIED  TRANSLATION  OF  A  DRAFT  EIS  COMMENT 


Name:  ROGELIA  URGING 

Address:  333  20TH  ,  San  Diego  CA  92102 

COMMENTS: 

I  AM  VERY  WORRIED  ABOUT  WHAT  YOU  THINK  OF  DOING  WITH 
YOUR  NUCLEAR  SHIPS,  BECAUSE  OUR  BEACHES  ARE  VERY 
CONTAMINATED  AND  ONE  CAN  NOT  FISH  BECAUSE  THE  BEACH  IS  VERY 
DIRTY  AND  ALSO  ONE  CAN  NOT  SWIM  BECAUSE  IT  IS  A  HORRIBLE  THING 
THAT  CAN  NOT  BE  PUT  UP  WITH,  AND  IT  IS  BAD  FOR  OUR  COMMUNITY, 
BUT  THE  PEOPLE  ALWAYS  WILL  BE  UNITED  AND  I  HOPE  THAT  YOU 
LISTEN  TO  ALL  THE  COMMENTS  AND  YOU  THINK  BEFORE  TAKEN  ANY 
INITIATIVE  AND  THINK  HOW  DANGEROUS  IT  IS. 


ROGELIA  URGING 


10/28/98 
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Comment 

Number  _ Response 


Rogelia  Urcino 

1.32.1  The  EIS  explains  how  the  proposed  action  of  providing  capacity  to  homeport  up 

to  two  additional  CVNs  at  NASNI  would  not  result  in  significant,  imavoidable 
impacts  on  beaches  and  fishes. 

Dredging  of  an  estimated  582,000  cubic  yards  (cy)  of  bottom  sediments  from 
areas  adjacent  to  and  immediately  offshore  from  the  wharf  would  be  required. 
Dredging  would  be  conducted  in  accordance  with  permit  specifications  and 
other  requirements  of  EPA,  U.S.  Army  Corps  of  Engineers,  and  RWQCB  Permit 
conditions  that  specify:  specific  dredging  equipment,  water  quality  monitoring, 
barge  disposal  monitoring,  and  a  debris  management  plan.  Dredging  operations 
would  not  cause  long-term  changes  in  dissolved  oxygen  concentrations  or  in 
other  water  quality  characteristics  because  sediments  suspended  during 
dredging  would  settle  to  the  bottom,  and  natural  mixing  processes  would  reduce 
any  other  localized  changes  to  water  quality,  within  a  period  of  several  hours 
after  dredging  stops.  Based  on  extensive  tests  and  modeling  completed  by  the 
Navy,  sediment  caused  during  dredging  would  not  create  significant  releases  of 
chemical  contaminants,  and  would  not  kill  marine  animals  including  fish. 
Excavation  for  the  new  pier  and  dike  would  cause  similar  short-term  impacts 
that  would  not  significantly  affect  water  quality  of  marine  animals. 
Construction  would  cause  shock  waves  from  pier  pile  driving,  causing  fishes  to 
temporarily  leave  the  activity  area.  Most  fish  are  very  mobile  and  would  be  able 
to  avoid  the  construction  area.  This  effect  woiild  be  short-term  and  less  than 
significant.  Floating  barriers  (booms)  would  be  placed  around  the  construction 
site  to  ensure  that  any  accidental  release  of  debris  during  construction  would  be 
contained  so  that  it  would  not  float  onto  local  beaches. 

When  in  port,  the  homeported  carriers  would  be  surroimded  by  a  floating  boom 
to  contain  any  materials  accidentally  released.  The  booms  would  also  help  in 
clean  up  efforts.  Emergency  response  and  clean-up  plans  are  required  and 
would  rehearsed  to  ensure  that  effects  from  any  spills  would  be  minimized. 

Therefore,  the  proposed  action  to  provide  capacity  to  homeport  additional  CVNs 
would  not  pose  a  significant  impact  to  area  beaches  and  fish. 

El  EIS  (Estudio  de  Impacto  al  Medio  Ambiente)  explica  como  la  accidn  propuesta  para 
proveer  capacidad  como  puerto  base  para  hasta  dos  mas  CVN's  en  el  NASNI,  no 
resuUarta  en  inevitables  y  significativos  impactos  a  las  playas  y  a  los  peces. 

Se  requeriria  el  dragado  de  aproximadamente  582.000  yardas  cubicas  (cy)  de  sedimentos 
defondos  de  las  areas  adyacentes  y  de  las  que  estdn  inmediatamente  afuera  de  la  costa 
cerca  del  muelle.  El  dragado  seria  llevado  a  cabo  de  acuerdo  a  las  especificaciones  de  los 
permisos  y  de  otros  requisitos  por  parte  de  EPA,  el  cuerpo  de  ingenieros  del  Ejercito  de 


1.32 


Volume  1 CVN  Homeporting  EIS  —  NASNI  Response  to  Comments 


Comment 

Number  Response 

Estados  Unidos,  y  las  condiciones  del  Perntiso  y  RWQCB  que  especifica:  el  equipo 
especifico  de  dragado,  el  control  de  la  calidad  de  agiia,  el  control  del  desecho  por  las 
dragas,  y  un  plan  de  administracion  de  residiios.  Las  operaciones  de  dragado  no 
causarian  cambios  a  largo  plazo  en  las  concentraciones  de  oxtgeno  disuelto  ni  en  otras 
caracteristicas  de  la  calidad  del  agua,  porque  los  sedimentos  suspendidos  durante  el 
dragado  se  estabilizarian  en  elfondo  y  los  procesos  naturales  de  ntezcla  reducirtan  todo 
otro  cambio  localizado  en  la  calidad  del  agua  dentro  de  un  pertodo  de  varias  horas 
despues  que  se  pare  de  dragar.  Basdndose  en  extensos  andlisis  y  modelos  completados 
por  la  Marina,  los  sedimentos  causados  durante  el  dragado  no  crearian  descargas 
significativas  de  contaminantes  quimicos,  y  no  mataria  los  animales  marinos, 
incluyendo  los  peces.  La  excavacion  para  un  nuevo  muelle  y  dique  causaria  impactos 
similares  de  corto  plazo  que  no  afectarian  significativamente  ni  la  calidad  del  agua  ni  a 
animales  marinos.  La  construccion  causaria  ondas  de  impacto  al  clavar  las  vigas  del 
muelle,  causando  que  los  peces  se  alejaran  temporalmente  del  area  de  actividad.  La 
mayoria  de  los  peces  tienen  mucha  movilidad  y  podrtan  evitar  el  area  de  construccion. 
Este  efecto  seria  de  corto  plazo  y  mucho  menos  que  significativo.  Las  barreras  flotantes 
(booms),  sertan  puestas  alrededor  del  lugar  de  la  construccion  para  asegurar  que  toda 
descarga  accidental  de  residues  durante  la  construccion  quedardn  contenidos  para  evitar 
quefloten  hacia  las  playas  locales. 

Cuando  estuvieran  en  el  puerto,  los  portaaviones  del  puerto  base  estarian  rodeados  por 
barreras  flotantes  para  contener  todo  material  descargado  accidentalmente.  Estas 
barreras  flotantes  tambien  ayudarian  en  los  esfuerzos  de  limpieza.  Las  respuestas  de 
emergencia  y  planes  de  limpieza  son  requeridos  y  serian  practicados  para  asegurar  que 
los  efectos  de  todo  derrame fueran  minimizados. 

Por  lo  tanto,  la  propuesta  accion  de  proveer  capacidad  para  adicionales  CVN  en  el  puerto 
base  no  causaria  un  impacto  significativo  a  las  playas  y  a  los  peces  del  area. 
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Note:  ntis  form  Is  stipplieO  for  your  convenience.  You  are  not  required  »  '»™- 

Comments  of  any  length  may  be  submitted  to  the  address  on  the  reveise  side  of  this  form.  Your 
comments  should  be  postmarked  on  or  before  November  12. 1998. 
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Comment 

Number _ Response _ 

Laurette  Verbinski 

1.33.1  Your  comments  are  noted  and  are  included  in  the  Final  EIS. 
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Note’  Tnis  form  is  supplied  for  your  convenience.  You  are  not  required  to  use  this  form. 
Commenis  of  any  length  may  be  submitted  to  the  address  on  the  reverse  side  of  this  form.  Your 
commenis  should  be  postmarked  on  or  before  November  12, 1998. 
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Comment 

Number _ Response _ 


Hector  Yuriar 

1.34.1  Please  see  response  to  comment  1.22.1. 


1.34 


The  Navy  Is  All  Wet 


1.35.1 


The  Navy  isa  all  wet 

It  hasn't  happened  yet. 

Why  do  we  all  -fret? 

Imapine  our  sixth  largest  city. 

It  would  be  a  pity. 

1+  this  lovely,  temperate  place 
Became  a  barren  space. 

Contaminated  by  nuclear  waste. 
Please  take  heed  post  haste. 

It  would  take  one  small  mistake 
To  create  a  nuclear  wake. 

It  -fills  my  heart  with  -fear. 
Because,  it  could  happen  here. 

The  navy  is  all  wet. 

No,  it  hasn't  happened  yet. 

Nuclear  carriers  must  go 
Be-fore  disaster  strikes,  you  know. 

Please  do  not  -forget. 

Leave  no  room  for  regret. 

Ruth  Picarsky-Ben jamin 
San  Diego,  Cali-fornia  10.98 
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Comment 

Number  Response 

Ruth  Pickarsky-Benjamin 

1.35.1  Please  see  response  to  comment  1.4.1. 
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1780  Avenida  del  Mundo 
#404 

Coronado,  C A  92118 


Naval  Facilities  Engineering  Command 
(Code  05AL.JC) 

1220  Pacific  Highway 
San  Diego,  CA  92132-5190 


Gentlemen: 


Please  record  the  position  of  this  Corondao  family  as  being  in  favor  of  the  proposal  to 
make  North  Island  the  home  port  for  three  nuclear  powered  carriers. 

We  believe  that  this  proposal  is  in  the  best  interests  of  both  the  community  and  the 
nation. 


L36.1 


Sincerely, 


Ed  and  Genie  Sack 
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Comment 

Number _ _ Response _ _ _ 

Ed  and  Genie  Sack 

1.36.1  Your  comments  are  noted  and  are  included  in  Ihe  Final  EIS. 
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Southwest  Division,  Naval 
Facilities  Engineering  Command 
Code  05AL.JC 
1220  Pacific  Highway 

November  3, 1998  CA  92132-5190 


Mr.  Jim  Bell 
P.O.  Box  7453 
San  Diego,  CA  92167 

Subject:  Message  left  on  the  CVN  Draft  EIS  Information  Urn 

Dear  Mr.  Bell: 

We  have  received  your  comment  you  recorded  on  the  Homeporting  Draft  EIS 
information  line,  and  have  sximmarized  it  as  follows. 

I'm  voicing  my  total  opposition  to  the  Homeporting  idea.  I'm  questioning 
the  stationing  of  any  nuclear  vessels  in  and  around  the  heart  of  San  Diego. 
Beyond  the  potential  for  accidents,  I  feel  that  because  of  the  danger  of 
terrorism  worldwide,  this  could  create  a  target  for  terrorists.  Sinking  a 
large  ship  at  the  mouth  of  the  Bay  could  prevent  any  carriers  from  leavmg 
port.  This  is  not  good  from  either  a  military  or  civihan  perspective  to 
protect  the  civilians  in  this  country  and  Mexico,  and  does  not  make  any 
sense...  "Please  reconsider  this.  This  is  nuts." 

We  suggest  that  you  submit  your  comments  in  writing  for  accuracy.  Written  comments 
must  be  received  by  November  12th,  1998.  Please  send  them  addressed  to  my  attention 
at  the  address  above.  You  may  also  fax  your  comments  to  (619)  532-4998.  You  may  also 
submit  your  comments  by  email,  to:  CVN_HOMEPORTING@efdswest.navfac.navy .mil. 

Thank  you  for  your  perspective. 

Yours  truly. 


John  Coon 


137.1 
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Response 


It  is  beyond  the  scope  of  this  environmental  document  to  hypothesize  on  a 
theoretical  scenario  involving  terrorist  activities  in  the  San  IDiego  area.  In 
addition,  the  Navy  does  not  perceive  that  having  tiuree  CVNs  at  NASNI 
increases  the  threat  from  terrorists  beyond  the  potential  that  has  existed  for  the 
past  several  decades.  The  robustness  of  a  naval  vessel  designed  to  withstand 
combat  damage  lessens  the  potential  impact  that  such  an  act  might  incur.  The 
very  nature  of  a  military  asset  diminishes  its  attractiveness  as  a  target  for 
terrorist.  Not  only  is  there  a  constant  posture  of  security  maintained  through 
tightly  controlled  access  and  roving  patrols,  but  the  ability  of  the  trained 
"targeted  persormel"  to  react  with  deadly  force  increases  the  risk  to  the  terrorist. 

The  Navy,  throughout  its  long  history  of  homeporting  dozens  of  ships  in  San 
Diego  Bay,  has  evaluated  the  risk  of  having  its  ships,  regardless  of  the  ship's 
type  of  propulsion,  "trapped"  inside  the  Bay,  and  foimd  that  risk  to  be 
acceptable.  This  EIS  analyzes  the  impact  to  the  environment  of  the  construction 
and  operation  of  facilities  to  support  homeporting  three  CVNs;  the  same  number 
of  aircraft  carriers  that  have  been  homeported  in  Coronado  for  decades. 
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October  26, 1998 

3930  Park  Blvd. 

San  Diego,  CA  92103 
(619)  296-6713 

John  Coon,  Project  Manager 

Southwest  Division,  Naval  facilities.  Engineering  . Command 

Code  05AL-JC 

1220  Pacific  Highway 

San  Diego,  CA  92132 


Dear  Mr.  Coon: 


I  am  extremely  concerned  about  the  Navy’s  plans  for  nuclear-powered  aircraft  earners  in 
San  Diego.  North  Island  Naval  Air  Station  sits  in  the  middle  of  a  major  metropolitan 
area.  The  homeporting  of  two  more  nuclear  carriers  in  San  Diego  poses  a  serious  public 
health  and  safety  threat.  It  results  in  too  many  nuclear  reactors  too  close  to  too  many 
people. 


L38.1 


Please  measure  the  water  quality  in  areas  surrounding  Naval  Air  Station  North  Island  to 
ensure  the  safety  of  the  public.  This  water  will  have  to  be  measured  regularly  to  ensure 
that  the  marine  environment  is  kept  free  of  pollutants  from  NASNI. 


L38.2 


Also,  I  want  assurance  that  hazardous  waste  storage  facilities  on  NASNI  will  be  us^  ^ 
solely  for  the  base  generated  wastes  and  not  for  wastes  generated  from  off-base  facilities. 


In  the  event  of  an  accidental  release  of  radioactive  material  into  the  environment,  I  want 
assurance  that  the  Navy  will  notify  local  and  state  agencies.  I  want  assurance  that 
contingency  plans  to  ensure  the  safety  of  the  population  in  affected  areas  have  been 
developed. 


L38.4 


With  its  decision  to  bring  nuclear-powered  aircraft  earners  into  San  Diego,  the  Navy  has 
assumed  tremendous  responsibilities.  The  Navy  must  take  every  step  to  ensure  the  safety 
of  the  millions  of  residents  who  live  in  San  Diego. 


L38S 
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Comment 

Number _ Response _ 


Jason  A.  Folkman 

1.38.1  Your  comments  are  noted  and  are  included  in  the  Final  EIS.  Please  see  response 
to  comment  1.4.1. 

1.38.2  Any  requirements  for,  and  the  scope  of,  monitoring  would  be  determined  by  the 
regulatory  agencies  through  the  permitting  process.  However,  evaluations  in 
the  EIS  concluded  that  no  significant  impacts  would  occur  to  water  and 
sediment  quality. 

1.38.3  The  State  of  California,  Department  of  Toxic  Substance  Control  (DTSC),  permits 
the  hazardous  waste  storage  facilities  at  North  Island  for  operation.  That  permit 
allows  wastes  generated  at  other  Navy  facilities  to  be  stored  at  the  North  Island 
facility.  The  Mixed  Waste  Facility  at  NASNI  wtil  only  be  allowed  to  temporarily 
store  small  amoimts  of  mixed  waste  from  SUBASE  San  Diego  pending  shipment 
to  permitted  treatment,  storage  and  disposal  facilities.  Issues  concenung  storage 
and  shipment  of  Non-CVN  generated  hazardous  wastes  to  and  from  NASNI  are 
not  part  of  the  proposed  action. 

1.38.4  Please  see  responses  to  comments  0.10.31, 0.12.33,  and  0.12.81. 

1.38.5  Your  comments  are  noted  and  are  included  in  the  Final  EIS. 
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Comment 

Number _ Response _ _ _ 

Janet  M.  Hatch 

1.39.1  Your  comments  are  noted  and  are  included  in  the  Final  EIS. 

1.39.2  Yoin  comments  are  noted  and  are  included  in  the  Final  EIS.  For  information  on 
the  transportation,  air  quality,  and  noise  analysis  please  see  response  to 
comments  L.2.2, 0.12.141,  and  L.4.29,  respectively. 

1.39.3  Yovn  comments  are  noted  and  are  included  in  the  Final  EIS.  The  Navy  concurs 
with  the  commentor's  statement  that  the  added  Naval  persoimel  would  add 
very  little  to  the  City's  economy.  As  stated  in  section  3.8.2.3,  providing  the 
capacity  to  homeport  two  additional  CVNs  would  result  in  3/319  additional 
military  personnel  to  the  region. 

1.39.4  Your  comments  are  noted  and  are  included  in  the  Final  EIS.  Please  see  response 
to  comment  1.22.1. 

1.39.5  Your  comments  are  noted  and  are  included  in  the  Final  EIS. 
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DEVELOPING  HOME  PORT  FACIUTIES  FOR 
THREE  NIMITZ-GLASS  AIRCRAFT  CARRIERS 
IN  SUPPORT  OF  THE  U.S.  PACIFIC  FLEET 

DRAFT  ENVIRONMENTAL  IMPACT  STATEMENT 


Name: 


DRAFT  EIS  COMMENTS 


- - — - 


Address: 


COMMENTS: 
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1.403 
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Signature 


/>•  -  ^  i  ■’7  a 

Date 


Note:  This  form  is  supplied  for  your  convenience.  You  are  not  required  to  use  this  form. 
Comments  of  any  length  may  be  submitted  to  the  address  on  the  reverse  side  of  this  form.  Your 
comments  should  be  postmarked  on  or  before  November  12, 1998. 
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Comment 

Number _ _ _ Response _ _ 

Tom  Dawson 

1.40.1  Your  comments  are  noted  and  are  included  in  the  Final  EIS.  Please  see  response 
to  comment  1.22.1. 

1.40.2  Your  comments  are  noted  and  are  included  in  the  Final  EIS.  Please  see  response 
to  comment  1.22.1. 

1.40.3  Yoiur  comments  are  noted  and  are  included  in  ti\e  Final  EIS. 


1.40 


DEVELQPrNG  HOME  PQRT  FACILITIES  FOR 
THREE  NIMITZ.GLASS  AIRCRAFT  CARRIERS 
IN  SUPPORT  OF  THE  U.S.  PACIFIC  FLEET 


DRAFT  ENVIRONMENTAL  IMPACT  STATEMENT 


DRAFT  EIS  COMMENTS 
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Note:  This  form  is  supplied  for  your  convenience.  You  are  not  required  to  use  this  form. 
Comments  of  any  length  may  be  submitted  to  the  address  on  the  reverse  side  of  this  form.  Your 
comments  should  be  postmarked  on  or  before  November  12, 1998. 
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Comment 

Number 


Khatara  Morgan 

1.41.1  Please  see  response  1.22.1. 


Response 


1.41 


i  1/0*^/  1938  13:  33 


6192238583 


S.6ERKE 


01 


November  5,  1998 

To;  Mr.  John  Coon,  Project  Manager— Code  05AL-JC 
Southwest  Division,  Naval  Facilities  Engineering 
FAX  (619)  532-4998 

From:  Ms.  Sally  Beynon,  US  citizen  and  36  year  resident  of  San  Diego 
FAX  &  phone  (619)  223-8583 

Re:  Comment  on  the  Draft  Environmental  Impact  Statement  (DEIS) 
for  two  more  nuclear  aircraft  carriers  to  be  homeported  in  San 
Diego  Bay. 

I  have  lived  in  San  Diego  most  of  my  adult  life.  My  family  and 
friends  are  here.  I,  and  almost  everyone  with  whom  I  have  discussed 
the  matter,  are  horrified  that  the  Navy  is  proposing  to  homeport  two 
additional  nuclear  aircraft  carriers  here  as  well  as  to  create  new 
radioactive  waste  treatment  and  storage  facilities  on  North  Island 
and  at  the  Point  Loma  Submarine  base. 

Through  the  Peace  Resource  Center  and  the  Environmental  Health 
Coalition,  I  have  received  information  describing  recent  naval 
nuclear  accidents  culled  from  Navy  records.  I  have  also  seen  the 
findings  of  the  recent  Government  Accounting  Office  report  that 
found  that  in  spite  of  incredible  costs,  nuclear  carrier  provide  no 
military  advantage. 

The  Navy's  DEIS  for  the  two  additional  carriers  does  not  include 
much  necessary  information  about  its  accident  record  or  emergency 
response  plans,  nor  did  it  respond  to  issues  raised  by  our  community 
including  concerns  relating  to  environmental  Justice  in  an  already 
polluted  environment  or  requests  for  baseline  health  studies  and  air 
monitoring. 

It  seems  that  under  the  guise  of  protection  (which  would  appear  to 
be  unnecessary  and  without  military  advantage)  the  Navy  is 
endangering  our  health  and  our  lives,  not  to  mention  wasting  our  tax 
dollars.  I  am  totally  opposed  to  this  proposal  and  am  committed  to 
alerting  all  with  whom  I  come  in  contact  to  the  situation  and  the 
publically  available  information  on  the  hazards  we  would  face 
should  the  proposal  become  reality. 


1.42.1 


1.42.2 


1.423 


1.42.4 


1.42 


Volume  7  CVN  Homeporting  EIS  —  NASNI  response  to  Comments 

Comment 

Number _ Response _ _ _ 

Ms.  Sally  Benyon 

1.42.1  The  scope  of  this  EIS  does  not  include  creating  new  radioactive  waste  treatment 
and  storage  facilities  at  Nortt\  Island.  As  described  in  response  0.12.69,  issues 
associated  with  constructing  and  operating  the  NASNI  Depot  Maintenance 
Facility  were  analyzed  in  reference  DON  1995,  and  are  beyond  the  scope  of  this 
EIS.  In  addition,  issues  associated  witii  constructing  and  operating  facilities  at 
SUBASE  San  Diego  were  analyzed  in  reference  DON  1998b,  and  are  addressed 
in  section  6.18,  Cumulative  Impacts. 

1.42.2  Please  see  responses  0.12.12  and  0.12.33. 

1.42.3  The  pvupose  of  ttie  environmental  justice  analysis  is  to  determine  whether  there 
would  be  a  disproportionate  effect  on  a  minority  or  low-income  population.  The 
environmental  justice  section  related  to  San  Diego,  section  3.17,  discusses 
Coronado  as  the  relevant  sub-regional  area,  since  this  community  is  adjacent  to, 
and  closest  to  areas  impacted  by  the  proposed  action.  The  commumty  of 
Coronado  is  comprised  of  relatively  few  minorities  and  low  income  households 
(see  Table  3.17-1  in  Volume  1).  Based  on  this  analysis,  there  is  no  reason  to 
conclude  that  mmorities  or  low  income  communities  would  be  affected 
disproportionately.  Any  impacts  from  air  quality,  traffic,  security,  construction, 
earthquakes,  and  persoimel  loading  would  primarily  affect  the  residents  of 
Coronado;  these  impacts  wotdd  also  be  less  than  significant,  as  discussed  in  the 
relevant  sections  of  the  Draft  EIS.  Finally,  as  indicated  in  section  3.10,  air  quality 
impacts  would  be  below  thresholds  of  significance  and  would  therefore  not  be 
expected  to  increase  respiratory  or  other  illnesses.  In  absence  of  significant 
environmental  impact  except  for  localized  areas  aroimd  NASNI,  the  EIS 
concluded  that  there  would  be  no  disproportionate  effects  on  minority  or  low 
income  populations."  For  further  detail,  please  see  responses  to  comments 
0.10.31, 0.12.33, 0.12.101,  and  L.4.36. 

1.42.4  Yoxir  comments  are  noted  and  are  included  in  the  Final  EIS. 
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Marilyn  G.  Field 

1.43.1  The  Navy,  as  Lead  Agency,  has  complied  with  all  applicable  regulations  in  the 
preparation  of  the  Draft  EIS;  therefore,  the  Navy  disagrees  that  the  document  is 
deficient  in  meeting  NEPA  requirements.  Responses  to  public  comments  on  the 
Draft  EIS  have  been  provided  in  this  Final  EIS.  In  respoivse  to  some  comments, 
additional  iidormation  has  been  added  to  the  text.  The  Navy  considers  that  the 
Final  EIS,  incorporating  revisions  as  a  result  of  public  conunent,  complies  with 
NEPA  requirements  and  no  recirculation  of  the  Draft  EIS  is  required.  Responses 
to  your  specific  comments  are  provided  below. 

1.43.2  The  closure  of  Naval  Air  Station  (NAS)  Alameda,  Califorrua,  and  the  relocation 
of  two  CVNs  to  fleet  concentrations  in  San  Diego  and  the  Pacific  Northwest  were 
carried  out  in  compliance  with  the  1993  Defense  Base  Realignment  and  Closme 
Commission  (BRAC)  recommendations.  Consequently,  the  Department  of  the 
Navy  constructed  homeporting  facilities  for  one  CVN  at  NASNI  (DON  1995a) 
and  one  at  Puget  Sound  Naval  Shipyard  (PSNS),  Bremerton,  Washington  (DON 
1995b).  New  facilities  were  required  at  NASNI  in  order  to  support  the 
homeporting  of  a  CVN,  since  prior  to  1998,  there  had  been  no  CVNs  homeported 
there.  At  the  time  the  Navy  proposed  the  construction  of  facilities  at  NASNI  to 
support  a  homeported  CVN,  the  Navy  prepared  an  EIS  to  present  the  analysis  of 
potential  environmental  effects  associated  with  that  action.  A  Final  EIS  for  that 
project  was  completed  in  November  1995.  The  Navy  knew  at  that  time  that, 
consistent  with  established  policy,  the  two  remaining  CVs  in  the  Pacific  Fleet 
would  eventually  be  replaced  with  CVNs.  Fxirther,  the  Navy  knew  at  that  time 
that  homeporting  those  CVNs  would  require  construction  of  additional  facilities 
somewhere  in  the  Pacific  Fleet  area  of  responsibility.  Although  a  need  had  been 
identified,  the  Navy  had  not  formulated  an  action  to  satisfy  that  need. 
Formtdating  an  action  to  address  that  situation  would  require  assessing  the 
adequacy  of  existing  facilities,  determining  the  extent  of  new  facility 
requirements,  and  identifying  possible  locations  for  home  ports. 

The  environmental  cinalysis  in  an  EIS  correlates  to  the  level  of  planning  for  a 
particular  project.  If  the  planning  has  evolved  such  that  the  agency  has 
formulated  a  project  to  meet  a  particular  need,  the  EIS  should  reflect  analysis  of 
all  aspects  of  that  project,  and  the  alternative  methods  of  meeting  title  identified 
need  should  be  addressed  on  a  "co-equal"  basis.  In  this  case,  the  Navy  had  not, 
at  the  time  of  preparation  of  the  1995  EIS,  formulated  a  proposal  for  how  to 
meet  the  need  of  facilities  for  two  more  CVNs  in  the  Pacific  Fleet. 

However,  tiie  Navy  did  anticipate  that  in  the  future,  a  proposal  would  be 
formulated,  and  that  the  alternatives  could  include  facilities  at  NASNI. 
Therefore,  a  larger  project  was  not  segmented  into  two  smaller  projects  for  the 
purpose  of  avoiding  more  rigorous  environmental  analysis.  Further,  although  a 
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"proposal"  had  not  been  formulated  such  that  it  could  be  analyzed  on  a  "co¬ 
equal"  basis  in  the  1995  EIS,  it  was  reasonably  foreseeable  that  a  future  project 
could  include  additional  facilities  at  NASNI.  Since  it  was  reasonably 
foreseeable,  the  potential  effects  were  included  in  the  analysis  of  cumulative 
effects  in  that  dociunent.  The  1995  EIS  states  "This  EIS,  therefore,  considers  the 
potential  cumulative  impacts  of  CV  replacement  and  homeporting  a  total  of 
three  CVNs  in  San  Diego."  See  Voliime  1,  Chapter  6,  DON  1995a. 

The  U.S.  District  Court  for  the  Southern  District  of  California  approved  the 
Navy's  implementation  of  NEPA,  and  concluded  that  the  Navy  had  not 
understated  the  potential  effects  of  a  larger  project  by  preparation  of  two 
documents  (segmentation).  In  an  Order  dated  May  12,  1997,  the  Court  stated  , 
"Because  the  Court  finds  that  no  proposal  to  homeport  three  CVNs  existed  prior 
to  the  issuance  of  the  Final  EIS,  the  Final  EIS's  analysis  of  the  possible 
cumulative  impacts  of  potential  additional  home  ports  suffices  under  NEPA." 

The  Navy,  as  Lead  Agency,  complied  with  all  applicable  regulations  in  the 
preparation  of  the  Draft  EIS;  therefore,  the  Navy  disagrees  that  the  document  is 
deficient  in  meeting  NEPA  requirements.  The  comment  states  that  CEQA  is  the 
state  equivalent  to  NEPA.  hi  fact,  there  are  several  substantial  differences 
between  the  two  statutes.  However,  in  the  comment  it  is  correctly  stated  that 
both  statutes  do  have  disclosure  requirements.  The  Navy  believes  that  the  EIS 
satisfies  both  the  spirit  of  and  the  specific  requirements  of  NEPA  and  its 
implementing  regulations  in  terms  of  analyzing  and  disclosing  file 
environmental  effects  of  the  proposed  action  and  alternatives.  Please  note  that 
federal  agencies  are  not  subject  to  CEQA.  Under  recent  amendments  to  CEQA, 
state  agency  actions  of  issuing  permits  to  federal  agencies  are  now  subject  to 
CEQA. 

1.43.3  Please  see  the  response  to  comment  1.43.2  above. 

1.43.4  The  technical  analyses  contained  in  the  appendices  are  to  support  conclusions 
contained  in  tire  EIS,  consistent  with  40  CFR  1502.18.  Please  see  responses  to 
comments  L.4.34  and  0.10.34. 

1.43.5  Tables  F-9  and  F-11  have  been  revised  to  be  consistent  with  Table  F-7. 
Specifically,  risk  is  stated  in  scientific  notation  (e.g.,  5.0  x  10-7)  and  statistical 
terms  (e.g.,  1  in  2  million).  Converting  between  the  two  can  be  done  by  simply 
taking  the  inverse  of  the  number  or  1/2,000,000  =  5.0  x  10-7. 

1.43.6  Please  see  response  to  comment  0.12.25. 

1.43.7  Please  see  response  to  comment  0.12.27. 
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1.43.8 

1.43.9 

1.43.10 

1.43.11 


1.43.12 

1.43.13 


1.43.14 


_ Response _ 

Health  effects  other  than  cancer  are  discussed  in  Appendix  E,  as  well  as  in 
response  0.12.27. 

Please  see  response  to  comment  0.12.190. 

Please  see  response  to  comment  0.12.84  and  0.13.27. 

Appendix  F,  section  2.4,  states  that  the  95  percent  meteorological  condition  is  the 
combination  of  weather  stability  class  and  wind  speed  that  results  in  the  highest 
calculated  exposures.  This  means  that  at  least  95  percent  of  the  time,  weather 
conditions  are  such  that  doses  equal  to  or  less  than  those  calculated  would  result 
(combinations  of  faster  wind  speeds  and/or  more  imstable  atmospheric 
conditions).  For  the  EIS  accident  analyses,  Pasquill  Stability  Category  F  with  a 
wind  speed  of  0.89  meters  per  second  is  used. 

Since  the  locations  of  members  of  the  public  are  different  for  each  of  the  16 
compass  directions  evaluated,  doses  are  calculated  for  each  of  the  16  possible 
wind  directions,  each  using  the  95  percent  meteorological  condition.  The 
analysis  results  reported  in  Table  F-9  for  the  nearest  public  access  individual, 
maximally-exposed  off-site  individual,  and  the  public  are  the  largest  of  the  16 
exposures  calculated,  and  represent  conservative  estimates  of  doses  to  receptors 
in  any  of  the  16  compass  directions.  For  this  reason,  and  to  minimize  the 
complexity  of  the  EIS,  exposures  zmd  distances  for  aU  16  directions  are  not 
reported. 

Please  see  responses  to  comments  L.4.47,  L.4.48,  and  0.12.53. 

Risks  to  members  of  the  public  from  normal  operations  and  accident  scenarios 
are  presented  in  two  distinct  ways:  risk  to  a  member  of  the  general  population 
within  50  miles  in  which  dose  to  the  entire  population  is  averaged  over  the 
entire  population,  and  risk  to  the  maximally-exposed  off-site  individual  in 
which  the  dose  is  directly  received  and  not  averaged.  Risk  to  the  maximally- 
exposed  off-site  individual  is  calculated  by  analyzing  the  dose  to  a  specific 
member  of  the  public,  which  results  in  a  higher  hypothetical  risk  to  the 
maximally-exposed  off-site  individual  which  boimds  the  risk  to  a  member  of  the 
general  popvdation.  Thus,  no  change  to  the  EIS  is  deemed  necessary. 

In  addition,  contrary  to  the  commentor's  assertion,  exposure  to  the  Mexican 
population  is  calculated  and  reported  separately  in  Appendix  F,  section  3. 

As  is  explained  in  section  2.1  of  Appendbc  F,  the  maximally-exposed  offsite 
individual  is  defined  as  a  theoretical  individual  living  at  the  base  boimdary 
receiving  the  maximum  exposure.  Since  that  individual  receives  the  maximum 
exposure,  the  exposure  for  the  maximally-exposed  off-site  individual  boimds  the 
exposme  for  cmy  member  of  the  public  in  any  of  the  16  compass  directions.  The 
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same  methodology  is  used  to  determine  the  exposiures  to  the  nearest  public 
access  individual.  For  diis  reason,  and  to  minimize  the  complexity  of  the  EIS, 
individual  distances  for  the  maximally-exposed  off-site  individual  and  nearest 
public  access  individual  are  not  needed  to  be  reported  in  the  EIS.  For 
information,  the  nearest  public  access  individual  is  located  945  meters  from  the 
release  point,  and  the  maximally-exposed  off-site  individual  is  located  1,189 
meters  from  the  release  point  at  North  Island.  Differences  between  the  dose 
estimates  to  the  nearest  public  access  individual  and  maximally-exposed  off-site 
individual  are  due  to  different  modeling  assumptions  used  for  those  individuals. 
Table  F-5  of  Appendix  F  identifies  the  different  exposure  times  used  in  the 
analysis.  Since  calculations  are  based  on  assumptions  appropriate  to  the 
individual  being  evaluated,  assuming  that  a  Coronado  resident  would  receive 
the  same  expostire  as  non-involved  worker  at  NASNI  is  not  a  technically  correct 
assumption. 

1.43.15  The  comments  provided  in  the  letter  attached  by  the  commentor  were  developed 

for  a  meeting  which  was  outside  the  scope  of  the  present  NEPA  process,  and 
were  not  generated  as  a  result  of  direct  review  of  the  subject  Environmental 
Impact  Statement.  However,  since  some  of  the  comments  address  issues  relating 
to  those  in  tiie  EIS,  the  Navy  has  the  following  responses: 

1.  Routine  and  accidental  releases  of  radioactivity  are  addressed  in 
responses  0.12.33  and  L.4.37. 

2.  Please  see  response  to  comment  0.10.38. 

3.  Please  see  response  to  comment  0.12.49. 

4.  Please  see  responses  to  comments  L.4.39  and  L.4.40. 

5.  Tables  F-9  and  F-11  of  Appendix  F  provide  the  consequences  of 
hypothetical  releases  of  radioactivity  to  both  on-site  personnel  and 
members  of  the  public. 

6.  Please  see  response  to  comment  0.12.49. 

7.  As  described  in  section  7.1.4  of  the  EIS,  features  such  as  redimdant 
systems  enhance  reactor  safety  as  well  as  contribute  to  the  abfiity  of  the 
ship  to  survive  combat. 

8.  Please  see  response  to  comment  0.12.33. 

9.  Please  see  response  to  comment  0.12.33. 

10.  Please  see  response  to  comment  0.12.33. 
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11.  The  Navy  has  analyzed  radiological  risks  from  the  proposed  action,  and 
has  determined  those  risks  to  be  not  significant.  The  risk  associated  with 
more  probable  but  less  severe  accidents  are  boimded  by  the  accident 
analyses  contained  in  the  EIS.  As  discussed  in  the  EIS,  examining  the 
kinds  of  events  which  could  result  in  release  of  radioactive  material  to 
the  environment  or  an  increase  in  radiation  levels  shows  that  Ihey  can 
only  occtir  if  the  event  produces  severe  conditions.  Some  types  of  events, 
such  as  procedure  violations,  spills  of  small  volumes  of  water  containing 
radioactive  particles,  or  most  other  types  of  common  human  error,  may 
occur  more  frequently  than  the  more  severe  accidents  analyzed. 
However,  they  involve  minute  amounts  of  radioactive  material  and  thus 
are  insignificant  relative  to  the  accidents  evaluated.  Stated  another  way, 
the  very  low  consequences  associated  with  these  events  produce  smaller 
risks  than  those  for  the  accidents  analyzed,  even  when  combined  with  a 
higher  probability  of  occurrence.  Consequently,  they  have  not  been 
evaluated  in  greater  detail  in  this  Environmental  Impact  Statement. 

12.  Please  see  response  to  comment  0.12.33. 

13.  The  Navy's  radiological  enviroiunental  monitoring  program  focuses  on 
nuclear-powered  ship  transit  routes  and  areas  near  where  nuclear- 
powered  ships  are  berthed.  The  radioactive  slag  described  by  the 
commentor  appears  to  have  been  used  for  beach  erosion  control  in  an 
area  removed  from  such  locations,  and  thus  the  NNPP's  program  did  not 
detect  any  unusual  radioactivity  concentrations  resulting  from  the  slag. 
In  addition,  the  type  of  elevated  radioactivity  in  the  slag,  radium,  was  not 
related  to  NNPP  operations.  However,  it  is  important  to  note  that  the 
Navy,  pursuant  to  the  CERCLA  process  and  in  coordination  with  CA- 
DTSC,  is  actively  remediating  those  areas  where  radioactive  slag  was 
present.  AU  radioactive  slag  has  since  been  removed  from  locations 
below  the  high  water  mark,  and  remediation  of  the  remaining  slag  is 
currently  being  pursued. 

14.  Issues  regarding  the  schedules  for  radioactive  waste  disposal  facilities  are 
beyond  the  scope  of  tins  EIS. 

15.  Please  see  response  to  comment  0.10.28. 

16.  As  described  in  response  0.12.69,  issues  associated  witti  constructing  and 
operating  the  NASNI  Depot  Maintenance  Facility,  including  file  Mixed 
Waste  Storage  Facility  and  Controlled  Industrial  Facility,  were  analyzed 
in  reference  DON  1995,  and  are  beyond  the  scope  of  this  EIS.  However,  it 
is  important  to  note  mixed  waste  will  be  shipped  to  off-site  treatment  and 
disposal  facilities  in  accordance  with  a  Mixed  Waste  Treatment  Plan, 
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which  outlines  the  Navy's  planned  treatment  and  disposal  paths  for  each 
NASNI  mixed  waste  stream  stored  in  the  MWSF.  The  Mixed  Waste 
Treatment  Plan  is  a  means  to  ensure  the  Navy  continues  it  present 
practice  of  aggressively  pursing  treatment  and  disposal  paths  for  its 
mixed  waste.  In  addition,  low-level  radioactive  waste  is  shipped  to  off¬ 
site  disposal  facilities  as  soon  as  practicable,  with  consideration  given  to 
minimizing  the  number  of  truck  shipments.  The  Navy  does  not  dispose 
of  it  low-level  radioactive  waste  at  its  facilities.  Rather,  low-level 
radioactive  waste  is  disposed  of  at  licensed  Department  of  Energy  or 
commercial  disposal  facilities. 

17.  As  described  in  response  0.12.84,  section  7.4.3.4  of  the  EIS  states  that 
shipments  of  radioactive  materials  in  the  NNPP  are  made  in  accordance 
with  applicable  regulations  of  the  U.S.  Department  of  Transportation, 
U.S.  Department  of  Energy,  and  the  U.S.  Nuclear  Regulatory 
Commission.  In  addition,  the  Navy  has  issued  instructions  to  further 
control  these  shipments.  These  regulations  and  instructions  ensure  that 
shipments  of  radioactive  materials  are  adequately  controlled  to  protect 
the  enviromnent  and  the  health  and  safety  of  the  general  public, 
regardless  of  the  transportation  route  taken,  and  have  proven  to  be 
effective.  Shipments  of  radioactive  materials  associated  with  Naval 
nuclear  propulsion  plants  have  not  resulted  in  any  measurable  release  of 
radioactivity  to  the  environment.  Please  also  see  response  to  comment 
0.12.132. 

18.  Section  7.4.1  of  the  EIS  describes  the  half-lives  of  radioactivity  expected 
for  low-level  radioactive  waste  in  tiie  facility.  Please  also  see  response  to 
comment  0.12.132. 

19.  As  described  in  response  0.12.84,  section  7.4.3.4  of  the  EIS  states  that 
shipments  of  radioactive  materials  in  the  NNPP  are  made  in  accordance 
with  applicable  regulations  of  the  U.S.  Department  of  Transportation, 
U.S.  Department  of  Energy,  and  the  U.S.  Nuclear  Regulatory 
Commission.  As  such,  the  Navy's  definition  of  low-level  radioactive 
material  is  consistent  with  those  regulations. 

20.  Releases  of  radioactivity  are  addressed  in  the  EIS,  most  notably  in 
sections  7.4.2.2  and  7.6.  Please  also  see  response  to  comment  0.12.182. 

21.  Issues  associated  with  standards  associated  with  siting  of  other  nuclear 
facilities  are  beyond  the  scope  of  this  EIS. 


1.43 


Comment 

Number 


1.43.16 


1.43.17 

1.43.18 


1.43.19 


VOLUME  7  CVN  HOMEPORTING  EIS  —  NASNI  RESPONSE  TO  COMMENTS 


_ Response _ 

22.  Issues  associated  with  constructing  and  operating  the  NASNI  Depot 
Maintenance  Facility  were  analyzed  in  reference  DON  1995,  and  are 
beyond  the  scope  of  this  EIS. 

23.  Please  see  response  to  comment  0.10.31. 

24.  Appendix  I  of  the  EIS  contains  a  detailed  description  of  the  activities 
conducted  in  the  Controlled  Industrial  Facility. 

25.  See  section  7.4.3.2  of  the  EIS  contains  a  discussion  of  low-level  radioactive 
solid  waste  generated  as  a  result  of  Naval  ship  and  maintenance  facility 
operations,  which  is  the  same  types  of  material  cited  by  the  commentor. 

Appendix  I  already  states,  "Refueling/ defueling  of  nuclear  reactors  on  NIMTTZ- 
rlasfi  aircraft  carriers  can  only  be  done  at  a  qualified  shipyard  during  a 
defueling/refueling  availability.  No  refueling/defueling  availabilities  are 
plaimed  for  any  of  the  alternative  sites  qualified  to  perform  defueling/refueling 
alttiough  PSNS  has  the  facilities  to  be  able  to  accomplish  this  work."  Thus,  no 
change  to  the  EIS  is  deemed  necessary.  In  addition,  please  see  response  to 
comment  0.12.86. 

Please  see  responses  to  comments  0.12.174-178  and  0.12.191-197. 

As  discussed  in  Appendix  I,  "Tanks  would  be  located  adjacent  to  the  ship  to 
receive  various  fluids  discharged  for  processing  (e.g.,  radioactive  liquid  drained 
from  the  nuclear  propulsion  plant, ..." 

The  following  will  be  added  to  clarify  the  radioactive  liquid  collection  tanks  in 
Appendix  I: 

"Radioactive  liquid  collection  tanks  are  constructed  with  heavy  gauge  corrosion 
resistant  steel,  and  are  very  robust.  These  tanks  are  connected  to  the  ship  by 
temporary  hoses  that  are  tested  and  certified  before  use,  and  are  radiologically 
controlled  and  operated  by  the  strict  control  procedures  discussed  in  Chapter  7 
of  this  EIS.  The  tanks  are  then  transferred  to  the  Controlled  Industrial  Facility 
for  processing." 

The  probability  of  a  tank  rupture  is  assessed  in  Appendix  F,  section  3.2.2.  This 
probability  accoxmts  for  potential  industrial  accidents  such  as  vehicular 
accidents,  lifting  and  handling  accidents,  or  others.  The  NNPP  has  never  had  a 
radioactive  liquid  collection  tank  ruptiure  in  the  history  of  the  Program. 

Radiological  control  practices  of  the  NNPP  are  discussed  in  section  7.4.3  of  the 
EIS.  Probability  of  accidents  are  discussed  in  Appendix  F,  section  3.2.1  and  3.2.2. 
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1.43.21 

1.43.22 

1.43.23 

1.43.24 

1.43.25 

1.43.26 

1.43.27 

1.43.28 

1.43.29 
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Shipment  of  radiological  and/or  hazardous  substances  associated  with  the 
proposed  action  at  NASNI  are  discussed  in  section  3.15  of  the  EIS.  Shipment  of 
radiological  and/or  hazardous  substances  from  activities  not  associated  with  the 
proposed  action  are  beyond  the  scope  of  this  EIS. 

Please  refer  to  the  EIS,  Volume  1,  paragraph  2.3.2.1,  which  states  that  no  dry- 
dock  facilities  exist  at  NASNI  and  none  are  planned. 

The  normal  emissions  of  NNPP  activities  is  summarized  in  Appendix  F,  section 
3.1.  The  risk  associated  with  these  releases  is  calculated  in  Appendix  F,  Tables  F- 
6  and  F-7, 

Please  see  responses  to  comments  0.12.33  and  0.12.81. 

Please  refer  to  response  0.12.90  for  a  discussion  on  handling  high  explosives  at 
both  the  BRAC  CVN  berth  (Berth  Kilo)  and  the  Preferred  Alternative-required 
berth  (Berth  Juliet).  In  summary,  the  Navy  does  not  intend  to  load  or  off-load 
high  explosives  at  these  locations. 

Please  see  die  responses  to  comment  letter  0.12  by  the  Environmental  Health 
Coalition.  AU  comments  on  the  Draft  EIS  have  been  responded  to. 

Please  see  the  responses  to  comment  letter  L.4  by  the  City  of  Coronado.  AU 
comments  on  the  Draft  EIS  have  been  responded  to. 

Actions  associated  widi  the  Navy's  1995  Final  Environmental  Impact  Statement 
for  the  Development  of  Faculties  in  San  Diego/Coronado  to  Support  the 
Homeporting  of  One  NIMITZ  Class  Aircraft  Carrier  are  complete  (except  for  the 
MWSF  at  the  time  this  response  was  written).  The  1995  EIS  was  chaUenged  in 
the  Federal  Court  System,  and  was  upheld  as  being  adequate  on  aU  issues 
chaUenged. 

Please  see  responses  to  comments  to  L.4.36, 0.12.53,  and  0.10.31. 

Please  see  responses  to  comments  0.12.78. 

The  traffic  analysis  presented  in  the  Draft  EIS  indicated  that  the  proposed  action 
woiUd  not  have  a  significant  traffic  impact  because,  for  the  maximum 
development  scenario,  it  woiUd  simply  be  providing  additional  capacity  to 
homeport  two  nuclear  carriers  (CVNs)  as  a  replacement  for  two  CVs.  As  the 
larger  CVNs  would  have  more  personnel  than  the  CVs,  there  would  be  a 
proportional  traffic  increase  of  approximately  27  vehicle  trips  during  the  peak 
hours  and  150  trips  per  day.  This  level  of  additional  traffic  would  not  have  a 
significant  impact  and  would  definitely  not  justify  the  construction  of  a  tunnel 
between  the  Bay  Bridge  and  the  NASNI  Main  Gate.  This  tunnel  project  is  being 
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studied  by  public  agencies  as  a  measure  to  reduce  the  effects  of  existing  Navy- 
related  traffic  on  the  Coronado  residential  streets. 

Regarding  your  comments  on  segmentation  or  piece-mealing,  see  response  to 
your  comment  1.43.3  above.  Your  opinions  are  noted  and  are  included  in  the 
Final  EIS. 
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rPOM  ;  i.i.S.  FIELD 


PHONE  NO.  :  619S220521 


Nov.  12  1998  05:S3PM  PI. 


MARILYN  G. FIELD 
1101  FIRST  STREET,  APT.  208 
CORONADO,  CA  92118 
TEL:  (619)437-6553 
FAX:  (619)522-0522 


November  12,1998 


Mr.  John  Coon  (Code  05AL,JC) 

Southwest  Division 

Navel  Facilities  Engineering  Command 
1.220  Pacific  Highway 
San  Diego,  CA  92132 

RE:  Comments  on  the  DEIS  for  Developing  Home  Port  Facilities 
for  Three  Nimitz-Class  Nuclear  Powered  Aircraft  Carriers 
in  Support  of  the  U.S.  Pacific  Fleet 

Dear  Mr.  Coon: 

I  sent  a  comment  letter  on  the  above  captioned  subject 
earlier  today  but  1  have  two  additional  comments: 

1 )  The  Navy  should  provide  a  baseline  study  of  whether 
residents  of  the  communities  surrounding  San  Diego  Bay  already 
are  experiencing  elevated  rates  of  cancer  and  other  adverse 
health  consequences  compared  to  national  averages.  Residents  of 
these  communities  may  already  be  experiencing  adverse  health 
consequences  as  a  result  of  past  and  ongoing  Navy  activities, 
including  the  nuclear  submarine  fleet  and  the  maintenance  thereof 
in  Point  Loma.  If  elevated  rates  of  cancer  and  other  adverse 
ijealth  consequences  were  found  it  may  or  may  not  be  possible  to 
determine  whether  the  cause  is  attributable  to  Navy  activities 
but  would  it  would  certainly  suggest  that  no  further  activities 
be  undertaken  by  the  Navy  which  could  increase  health  hazards  to 
residents  of  the  communities  surrounding  San  Diego  Bay.  This 
analvsis  should  be  provided  in  the  new  Draft  Environmental  Impact 
Statement  ("DEIS")  as  suggested  in  my  earlier  letter  of  even 
date . 


2)  The  noise  analysis  in  the  new  DEIS  should  include  an 
analysis  of  the  noise  caused  by  the  helicopter  traffic  along  the 
Bay  which  can  be  extreme  and  disruptive  (conversation  and 
telephone  conversation  must  cease  until  the  helicopters  which 
often  seem  to  travel  in  fleets  -  pass  over).  There  has  definitely 
been  an  increase  in  helicopter  traffic  along  the  Bay  m  the  past 
several  years. 


Very  truly  yours. 


1.44.1 


1.44,2 
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Marilyn  G.  Field 

1.44.1  Epidemiological  studies  concerning  areas  near  NNPP  facilities  are  summarized 
in  Appendix  E.  The  Navy  believes  these  studies  provide  sufficient  baseline  to 
assess  ttie  impacts  of  NNPP  activities  in  any  of  the  homeport  sites  considered. 

1.44.2  As  stated  in  sections  3.11.2.2,  3.11.2.3,  and  3.11.2.4  of  the  Draft  EIS,  CVN 
homeporting  would  not  result  in  any  increase  in  the  aviation  units  based  at 
NASNI  or  any  increase  in  air  traffic  at  NASNI.  Therefore,  no  increased  aircraft 
noise  would  result."  This  statement  applies  to  helicopters  as  well  as  fixed-wing 
aircraft.  For  additional  information  on  aircraft  and  air  traffic  at  NASNI,  please 
refer  to  section  2.3.2.I. 
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Leone  Hayes 

1.45.1  Please  see  response  to  comment  1.4.1. 
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Tom  B.  Arena 

1.46.1  Your  comments  are  noted  and  are  included  in  the  Final  EIS. 
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Comment 

Number  Response 


Luigi  Angilello 

1.47.1  Our  publicly-elected  U.S.  Congress  and  President  of  the  United  States  make 
programmatic  decisions  regarding  Naval  ships  (e.g.,  application  of  nuclear 
power),  and  thus  comments  regarding  these  decisions  are  beyond  the  scope  of 
this  EIS.  The  results  of  all  the  analyses  of  both  normal  operations  and 
hypothetical  accidents  indicate  that  there  would  be  no  significant  radiological 
impacts  from  homeporting  and  maintaining  NIMITZ-class  aircraft  carriers  or 
operating  NIMITZ-class  aircraft  carrier  maintenance  facilities. 

1.47.2  Please  see  responses  to  comments  L.4.36, 0.10.31, 0.12.78,  and  0.12.190. 

1.47.3  The  EIS  addresses  the  potential  environmental  impacts  to  present  conditions 
associated  with  homeporting  three  CVNs.  The  impact  analysis  for  San  Diego 
Bay  indicated  that  homeporting  is  not  expected  to  resvdt  in  significant  adverse 
impacts  to  water  or  sediment  quality.  Risks  associated  with  operations  of  NNPP 
facilities  are  summarized  in  section  7.6  of  the  EIS.  The  results  of  these  analyses 
indicate  there  is  no  significant  radiological  risks  from  NNPP  operahons. 

1.47.4  Please  see  response  to  comment  1.47.1. 

1.47.5  Your  comments  are  noted  and  are  included  in  frie  Final  EIS. 


1.47 


DEVELOPING  HOME  PORT  FACILITIES  FOR 
THREE  NIMITZ-GLASS  AIRCRAFT  CARRIERS 
IN  SUPPORT  OF  THE  U.S.  PACIFIC  FLEET 


[DRAFT  ENVIRONMENTAL  IMPACT  STATEMENT 


DRAFT  EIS  COMMENTS 


Note:  This  form  is  supplied  for  your  convenience.  You  are  not  required  to  use  this  form. 
Comments  of  any  length  may  be  submitted  to  the  address  on  the  reverse  side  of  this  form.  Your 
comments  should  be  postmarked  on  or  before  November  12, 1998. 

1.48 
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Comment 

Number _ Response _  - 


Josette  Marie  Charmasson 

1.48.1  A  previous  EIS  was  prepared  in  1995,  the  "Final  EIS  for  the  Development  of 
Facilities  in  San  Diego/Coronado  to  Support  the  Homeporting  of  One  NIMITZ- 
Class  Aircraft  Carrier,"  and  public  hearings  were  held  in  Coronado  for  that 
project  on  August  17, 1993  and  Jime  7, 1995.  No  decision  regarding  adding  more 
CVNs  to  San  Diego/Coronado  has  been  made.  This  decision  will  be  made  no 
sooner  than  30  days  after  the  Final  EIS  is  published. 

1.48.2  Please  see  response  to  comment  1.4.1. 

1.48.3  You  do  have  input  into  the  process.  The  National  Environmental  Policy  Act  of 
1969  requires  public  participation  to  solicit  concerns,  issues,  and  opinions  before 
a  decision  on  a  federal  action  that  may  have  significant  environmental  effects  are 
made.  You  have  made  comments  on  the  Draft  EIS  and  they  are  addressed  in  the 
Final  EIS.  The  decision  maker  reviews  the  Final  EIS  including  aU  comments  and 
responses  before  making  a  decision  whether  or  not  to  proceed  with  the  proposed 
action  or  any  of  its  alternatives. 


1.48 


Novanber  10,  1998 


Mr.  John  Coon  (Code  05AL.JC) 

Southwest  Division 

Naval  Facilities  Engineering  Ccnmand 
1220  Pacific  Highway 
San  Diego,  CA  92132 

Dear  Mr.  Coon: 

I  have  read  with  interest  the  Draft  Environmental  Inpact  Statoinent 
(DEIS)  Develc^ing  Honeport  Facilities  for  Three  Nimitz-Class  Aircraft 
Carriers.  The  DEIS  is  long  on  rhetoric  and  short  on  facts.  The 
finding  that  two  additional  Nimitz-Class  Aircraft  Carriers  at  Naval 
Air  Station  North  Island  (NASNI)  will  have  no  inpact  on  the 
environmental  guality  of  life  in  Coronado  is  incredible.  It  is  even 
nore  incredible  that  there  is  a  finding  that  two  additional 
Nimitz-Class  Aircraft  Carriers  at  NASNI  will  only  add  fifty  five 
additional  autcmobiles  to  the  daily  traffic  in  Coronado. 

Was  the  DEIS  prepared  by  the  same  government  scientists  that  assured 
us  that  Agent  Orange  was  a  harmless  defoliant? 

Perhaps  the  government  scientists  vrtio  proclaimed  that  participants  in 
the  Gulf  War  who  conplained  of  illness  (Gulf  War  Syndrone)  were 
maligners  also  collaborated  in  the  preparation  of  the  DEIS. 

I  wonder  v>^y  government  requires  the  owners  of  coimercial  nuclear 
reactors  to  provide: 

1.  Perimeter  radiation  leak  detection  systens; 

2.  Warning  systems  for  surrounding  residents,  and 

3.  Evacuation  plans  for  effected  residents. 

Did  I  overlook  this  discussion  in  the  DEIS? 


Sinc^ely, 


Robert  E.  HAFEY 
273  Alameda  Blvd. 
Coronado,  CA  92118-1133 


cc:  Mayor  Thctnas  J.  Smisek 

The  Honorable  William  S.  Cohen 
U.S.  Senator  Barbara  Boxer 
U.S.  Senator  Dianne  Feinstein 
Congressman  Brian  Bilbray 


1.49.1 


U92 


t493 
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Comment 

Number _ Response _ _ 

Robert  E.  Hafey 

1.49.1  The  traffic  analysis  presented  in  the  Draft  EIS  is  based  on  the  incremental 
increase  in  traffic  that  would  occur  as  a  result  of  the  proposed  action.  Currently, 
NASNI  has  ttie  capacity  to  support  two  conventional  aircraft  carriers  (CVs)  and 
one  nuclear  carrier  (CVN)  for  a  total  of  three  homeported  carriers,  while 
Alternatives  One,  Two,  and  Three  would  have  tiuree  CVNs.  The  proposed  action 
would  not  result  in  two  additional  aircraft  carriers,  but  would  provide  the 
capacity  to  homeport  two  CVNs  as  a  replacement  for  two  CVs.  As  the  number 
of  personnel  on  the  CVNs  is  slightly  greater  than  that  on  the  CVs,  the  proposed 
action  would  generate  approximately  27  additional  vehicle  trips  during  the  peak 
hours  and  150  trips  throughout  an  average  day,  as  outlined  in  the  EIS.  The 
analysis  indicates  that  a  traffic  increase  of  this  magnitude  would  not  be 
significant.  Refer  to  the  response  to  comment  L.4.5  for  a  more  detailed 
discussion  of  the  homeporting  baseline  at  NASNI. 

1.49.2  While  yotu  comments  do  not  address  the  adequacy  of  the  EIS,  they  are  noted 
and  are  included  in  the  Final  EIS. 

1.49.3  Please  see  response  to  comment  0.12.80  and  0.13.28. 


1.49 


November  10, 1998 


Mr.  John  Coon,  Southwest  Division  (Code  05AL.JC) 
Naval  Facilities  Engineering  Command 
1220  Pacific  Highway 
San  Diego,  CA  92132-5190 


Dear  Mr.  Coon: 


On  the  eve  of  Veteran’s  Day,  it  seems  appropriate  to  submit  my  comments  to  you 
regarding  bringing  more  nuclear-powered  aircraft  carriers  to  San  Diego.  DON’T  DO  IT! 


I  understand  the  need  for  military  preparedness,  even  though  I  wish  such  a  need  did 
not  exist.  However,  I  see  no  need  to  proliferate  a  device  that  can  have  catastrophic 
effects  on  the  very  people  it  is  supposed  to  protect.  I  am  talking  about  nuclear  power. 


150.2 


Given  the  fact  that  nuclear  accidents  DO  happen,  and  HAVE  happened  already,  and 
the  fact  that  there  already  exists  a  proven  alternative,  it  seems  outrageous  to  continue 
building  and  deploying  nuclear  powered  carriers  (or  nuclear-powered  anything,  for  that 
matter).  I  do  not  want  my  tax  dollars  used  toward  that  needless  and  horribly  frightening 
end.  As  we  all  know,  there  is  no  “correcting”  a  nuclear  mistake  and  the  consequences 
are  with  us  nearly  forever. 


According  to  the  GAO  report  of  August  27, 1998,  conventionally  povyered  carriers  are 
able  to  meet  the  requirements  of  our  national  military  strategy  at  a  significantly  lower 
life-cycle  cost  and  without  the  current  and  future  dangers  associated  with  nuclear 
power.  Why  is  this  objective  information  being  ignored  in  favor  of  continued  usage  of 
nuclear  power? 


1.50.3 


I  accept,  reluctantly,  the  fact  that  San  Diego  is  a  military  t(^,  but  I  do  not  accept  it 
being  used  to  house  such  dangerous  devices  unnecessarily.  The  Stennis  should  be 
deactivated  and  no  further  nuclear  powered  craft  of  any  kind  should  be  brought  here  or 
anywhere  else. 


Listen  to  your  government  and  the  people  whom  it  represents!! I 


Seriously, 


u 


Stephanie  Strout 
10502  Queen  Ave. 
La  Mesa,  CA  91941 


1.50 
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Comment 

Number  Response 

Stephanie  Strout 

1.50.1  Your  comments  are  noted  and  are  included  in  the  Final  EIS. 

1.50.2  Please  see  response  to  comment  1.47.1  and  0.12.55. 

1.50.3  Please  see  response  to  comment  1.47.1  and  0.12.55. 

1.50.4  Please  see  response  to  comment  1.47.1  and  0.12.55. 


1.50 


Mr.  John  Coon 

Southwest  DIVISION  (Code  05AL.JC) 
Naval  Facilities  Engineering  Command 
1220  Pacific  Coast  Highway 
San  Diego  CA  92132-5190 

Sir, 


November  10, 1998 


I  am  an  American  citizen  and  have  lived  and  worked  in  San  Diego  for  eleven 
years.  I  have  43  years  experience  with  the  military,  both  on  active  duty  as  well 
as  in  civilian  life.  I  too  have  concerns  for  the  environment  In  which  we  live.  I 
recently  attended  the  public  hearing  on  the  home  porting  of  nuclear  aircraft 
carriers  in  San  Diego.  Most  of  what  I  heard  was  against  the  proposition,  and  In 
many  cases  the  speakers  not  only  disparaged  the  US  Navy  but  were  insulting  to 
the  naval  service  and  its  representatives  present  that  night.  Not  only  do  I 
disagree  with  these  ‘citizens’,  but  I  was  embarrassed  for  them. 

My  perception  is  that  the  Navy  has  in  the  past,  and  continues  to  err  on  the  side 
of  conservatism  when  It  comes  to  environmental  issues.  Not  only  am  I  satisfied 
that  the  Navy  in  this  instance  of  home  porting  taken  every  precaution  to  insure 
the  safety  of  Its  crews  and  our  citizens,  but  I  know  that, the  military  takes  enough 
risks  during  wartime  without  knowingly  risking  its  personnel  aboard  ships  at 
home,  during  peace  time  by  exposing  them  to  harm  from  nuclear  spills(as  they 
were  accused  of  during  the  hearings). 

A  September  2"^  letter  by  Congressman  Bob  Filner,  and  a  more  recent  letter  in 
the  SD  Union-Tribune  written  by  a  law  professor  questions  the  safety  of  nuclear 
ships.  My  answer  is  that  the  US  Navy  has  been  safely  operating  nuclear 
reactors  since  1955.  Our  ships  have  sailed  literally  millions  of  rniles  on  nuclear 
power  since  then  without  a  reportable  reactor  accident.  And  while  I  m  not  a 
physicist,  nor  can  I  run  a  reactor,  I  would  venture  to  say  that  life  aboard  USS 
Stennis  is  safer  than  on  a  number  of  Bob  Filners  city  streets.  The  nuclear  safety 
record  of  the  Navy  over  the  course  of  the  last  fifty-plus  years  Is  impeccable  and 
is  the  envy  of  the  rest  of  the  world! 

Finally,  I  am  very  comfortable  knowing  that  our  navy  is  here  In  San  Diego  doing 
everything  in  it’s  power  to  protect  our  environment  while  protecting  our  country, 
enhancing  the  local  economy  and  in  general  being  a  good,  if  not  ideal  neighbor. 


PO  Box  27348 
San  Diego,  Ca  92198 


1.51.1 


1.51 
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Comment 

Number  -  Response 


Charles  Zangas 

1.51.1  Your  comments  are  noted  and  are  included  in  the  Final  EIS. 


1.51 


0)  u 

(d  0} 
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Comment 

Number  Response 


Ms.  Bryn  Anderson 

1.52.1  Section  7.4.3.4  of  the  EIS,  which  describes  the  Navy's  radioactive  material 
transportation,  states  that  there  have  never  been  any  accidents  involving  release 
of  radioactivity  during  shipment  of  NNPP  radioactive  waste.  In  particular, 
section  7.4.3.4  of  the  EIS  states  that  shipments  of  radioactive  material  associated 
with  the  Naval  nuclear  propulsion  plants  have  not  resulted  in  any  measurable 
release  of  radioactivity  to  the  environment.  For  correctness,  section  7.4.3.4  wiU 
be  revised  by  inserting  "a  significant"  between  "involving"  and  "release." 

Please  also  see  responses  to  comments  0.10.31  and  0.12.81. 

1.52.2  Potential  impacts  to  marine  life  have  been  evaluated  carefully  in  the  Final  EIS,  as 
detailed  in  Volume  1,  section  3.5.  Potential  impacts  are  either  less  than 
significant  or  mitigated  to  less  than  significant  by  such  means  as  construction  of 
the  mitigation  site  at  Pier  B.  Further,  as  part  of  the  dredged  material  disposal 
plan  a  habitat  enhancement  area  would  also  be  constructed  at  NAB  that  will 
provide  about  6-8  acres  of  additional  higher  quality  habitat  for  marine  organisms 
in  the  bay.  Please  see  responses  0.10.23  and  0.12.33. 

1.52.3  The  Navy  addresses  the  effects  of  earthquakes,  tsimamis,  and  seiches  with 
respect  to  the  proposed  action  in  section  3.I.2.4. 

1.52.4  Radioactive  waste  storage  and  transportation  issues  for  NASNI  are  discussed  in 
sections  3.15.2  and  7.4.3  of  the  EIS.  Issues  pertaining  to  the  operations  at 
Hanford  are  beyond  the  scope  of  this  EIS. 

1.52.5  Your  comments  are  noted  and  are  included  in  the  Final  EIS. 


1.52 


DEVELOPING  HOME  PORT  FACILITIES  FOR 
THREE  NIMITZ-CLASS  AIRCRAFT  CARRIERS 
IN  SUPPORT  OF  THE  U.S.  PACIFIC  FLEET 

DRAFT  feNVIRdNMENTAL  IMPACT  STATEMENT 


DRAFT  EIS  COMMENTS 


Name:. 


Address: 


0 


COMMENTS: 
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Note:  This  form  is  supplied  for  your  convenience.  You  are  not  required  to  use  this  form. 
Comments  of  any  length  may  be  submitted  to  the  address  on  the  reverse  side  of  this  form.  Your 
comments  should  be  postmarked  on  or  before  November  12, 1998. 
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Comment 

Number _ _ Response _ _ _ 

Beth  Baily 

1.53.1  Please  see  response  to  comment  1.12.9, 0.12.10,  and  1.47.1. 

1.53.2  Radioactive  waste  storage  and  transportation  issues  for  NASNI  are  discussed  in 
sections  3.15.2  and  7.4.3  of  the  EIS.  Issues  pertaining  to  the  management  of  spent 
nuclear  fuel  are  beyond  the  scope  of  tins  EIS. 

Management  of  spent  fuel  associated  with  the  NNPP  is  addressed 
comprehensively  in  an  EIS  published  by  tire  DOE  and  the  Navy  titled. 
Department  of  Energy  Programmatic  Spent  Nuclear  Fuel  Management  and 
Idaho  National  Engineering  Laboratory  Environmental  Restoration  and  Waste 
Management  Programs  Final  Environmental  Impact  Statement  dated  April  1995. 
That  EIS  concluded  that  U.S.  Naval  spent  fuel  can  be  safely  managed  with 
negligible  environmental  impacts  pending  its  ultimate  placement  in  a  permanent 
geologic  repository  as  prescribed  in  flie  Nuclear  Waste  Policy  Act. 

1.53.3  Please  see  responses  to  comments  0.12.190, 1.12.9,  and  1.47.1. 

1.53.4  Please  see  responses  to  comments  0.12.190, 1.12.9,  and  1.47.1. 

1.53.5  Please  see  response  to  comment  L.4.36. 

1.53.6  Please  see  response  to  coiiunent  1.12.9. 

1.53.7  Please  see  responses  to  comments  1.63  and  0.12.57. 
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Comment 

Number  _ Response _ .  ' 

Carol  Conger-Cross 

Please  see  responses  to  comments  1.47.1  and  0.12.55. 
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Comment 

Number  _ Response 


Dr.  Jennifer  W.  Doumas 


1.55.1 

1.55.2 


1.55.3 

1.55.4 

1.55.5 


Your  comments  are  noted  and  are  included  in  the  Final  EIS. 

Cumulative  impacts  related  to  the  preferred  alternative  at  NASNI  are  discussed 
in  section  3.18.  The  text  has  been  revised  to  clarify  the  spatial  and  temporal 
relationships  of  the  proposed  action  and  reasonably  foreseeable  projects,  in 
evaluating  their  combined,  cumulative  effect.  Please  see  response  to  comment 
0.12.158  and  0.12.190. 

Please  see  response  to  comment  0.12.78  and  0.10.31. 

Please  refer  to  responses  L.4.44  and  1.37.1  in  the  San  Diego  responses  to 
comments  on  the  subject  of  "sitting  duck  targets." 

Your  comments  are  noted  and  are  included  in  the  Final  EIS. 
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Comment 

Number  “ _ Response 


Susan  J.  Randerson 

1.56.1  While  CVs  and  CVNs  use  different  sources  of  fuel  (oil  vs.  nuclear),  both  types  of 
ships  rely  upon  steam  propulsion  plants  that  require  seawater  cooling.  As 
described  in  section  7.2,  the  primary  system  (which  circulated  through  the 
reactor)  is  isolated  from  the  secondary  system  (which  circulates  through  the 
steam  plant)  to  ensure  radioactivity  is  kept  within  the  primary  system.  In 
addition,  the  water  used  in  the  steam  plant  does  not  contact  the  seawater  used 
for  cooling.  The  seawater  cooling  requirements  are  similar  and  the  thermal  and 
marine  life  impacts  from  CVs  and  CVNs  are  comparable.  In  addition,  please  see 
response  to  comment  0.12.33. 

1.56.2  Please  see  response  to  comment  0.12.190. 

1.56.3  Potential  impacts  to  water  quality  and  aquatic  organisms  from  dredging 
operations  in  San  Diego  Bay  are  discussed  in  sections  3.3  and  3.5,  respectively,  of 
the  EIS. 

The  USS  STENNIS  mitigation  site  was  constructed  in  accordance  with  permit 
conditions  set  forth  by  the  resovuce  agencies.  The  new  wharf  mitigation  site 
design  would  be  based  on  one  of  two  options,  intertidal  or  intertidal/ subtidal, 
to  be  determined  by  tiie  agencies  dxuing  permitting  as  mitigation  for  ttie  1.5 
acres  that  would  be  impacted.  Also  please  see  additional  details  summarized  in 
the  responses  to  comments  F.2.10  and  F.2.11  and  clarification  provided  in 
Volume  1,  section  3.5. 

1.56.4  Please  refer  to  responses  L.4.44  and  1.37.1  in  the  San  Diego  responses  to 
comments  on  the  subject  of  terrorism  and  attacking  aircraft  carriers  in  San  Diego. 
The  No  Action  Alternative  in  the  EIS  does  not  propose  any  additional  capacity  to 
home  port  CVNs,  or  add  additional  vessels  to  the  three-carrier  historical  baseline 
that  has  existed  at  NASNI  for  several  decades. 

1.56.5  Otu  publicly-elected  U.S.  Congress  and  President  of  the  United  States  make 
programmatic  decisions  regarding  Naval  ships  (e.g.,  application  of  nuclear 
power),  and  thus  comments  regarding  these  decisions  are  beyond  the  scope  of 
ttus  EIS.  The  results  of  all  the  analyses  of  both  normal  operations  and 
hypothetical  accidents  indicate  that  there  would  be  no  significant  radiological 
impacts  from  homeporting  and  maintaining  NIMITZ-class  aircraft  carriers  or 
operating  NIMITZ-class  aircraft  carrier  maintenance  facilities.  Please  see  also 
response  III.0.12.55. 

1.56.6  Please  see  the  response  to  comment  1.56.5,  above. 
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Comment 

Number  _ Response _ _ 


Virginia  A.  Miller 

1.57.1  Your  opinions  are  noted  and  are  included  in  the  Final  EIS. 

1.57.2  As  stated  in  the  Draft  EIS  xmder  the  section  "Need  for  the  Proposed  Action," 
"The  Navy  has  established  a  Pacific  Fleet  Force  Structure  consisting  of  six 
aircraft  carriers.  Five  of  these  vessels  are  or  will  be  assigned  to  ports 
(homeported)  at  Navy  instaUations  in  the  continental  United  States.  Three  of 
these  are  homeported  in  the  San  Diego  area  and  two  are  homeported  in  the 
Pacific  Northwest  area.  A  sixth  carrier  is  forward  deployed  in  Japan.  The 
closure  of  Naval  Air  Station  (NAS)  Alameda,  California,  and  the  relocation  of 
two  CVNs  to  fleet  concentrations  in  San  Diego  and  the  Pacific  Norfliwest  were 
carried  out  in  compliance  with  the  1993  Defense  Base  Realignment  and  Closure 
Commission  (BRAC)  recommendations.  Consequently,  the  Department  of  the 
Navy  constructed  homeporting  facilities  for  one  CVN  at  NASNI  (DON  1995a) 
and  one  at  Puget  Sound  Naval  Shipyard  (PSNS),  Bremerton,  Washington  (DON 
1995b).  The  proposed  action  of  fiiis  EIS  does  not  involve  a  reexamination  of 
homeporting  actions  directed  by  the  1993  BRAC  process,  and  does  not  address 
the  carrier  forward  deployed  in  Japan. 

"Of  the  six  aircraft  carriers  homeported  in  the  U.S.  Pacific  Fleet,  three  are 
cmrently  NIMITZ-class  CVNs.  The  CVN  is  a  newer  class  of  aircraft  carrier 
requiring  different  homeporting  shore  infrastructure  (e.g.,  electrical  power  emd 
water  deptti).  The  three  existing  CVNs  are  assigned  to  home  ports  at  PSNS; 
NAVSTA  Everett;  and  NASNI.  Pearl  Harbor  Naval  Shipyard,  (PHNSY),  a  part 
of  the  Pearl  Harbor  Naval  Complex  in  Hawaii,  is  within  the  U.S.  Pacific  Fleet 
area  and  is  considered  a  potential  CVN  home  port  location  (see  Figures  ES-1 
through  ES-3  in  the  Final  EIS). 

"In  1994,  the  Chief  of  Naval  Operations  (CNO)  annotmced  Navy-wide 
homeporting  plans,  which  included  plans  to  replace  two  older  CVs  with  two 
new  CVNs  in  the  U.S.  Pacific  Fleet.  The  Navy  must  select  home  ports  and 
construct  facilities  as  required  for  the  two  new  CVNs  to  be  added  to  the  U.S. 
Pacific  Fleet;  the  first  by  2001,  and  the  second  by  2005.  Therefore,  the  need  for 
the  proposed  action  is  the  lack  of  acceptable  CVN  home  port  facilities  and 
infrastructure  in  the  U.S.  Fleet  area  of  responsibility  (AOR)." 


1.57.3 


Yom  comments  are  noted  and  are  included  in  the  Final  EIS. 


DEVELOPING  HOME  PORT  FACILITIES  FOR 
THREE  NIMITZ^LASSAIRCI^FT  CARRIERS 
IN  SUPPORT  OF  THE  U.S.  PACIFIC  FLEET 

DRAFT  ENVIRONMENTAL  IMPACT  STATEMENT 

Name:  ^ 

Address:  ^ 


Note:  This  form  is  supplied  for  your  convenience.  You  are  not  required  to  use  this  form. 
Comments  of  any  length  may  be  submitted  to  the  address  on  the  reverse  side  of  this  form.  Your 
comments  should  be  postmarked  on  or  before  November  12, 1998. 


1.58 


Volume  7  CVN  Homeporting  EIS  —  NASNI  Response  to  Comments 

Comment 

Number  Response 

Cam  Martinez 

1.58.1  Please  see  response  to  comment  0.10.31  and  1.5.1. 


1.58 


November  6,  1998 

McLane  Downing 
2416  Grandview  St 
San  Diego y  CA  92110-1146 
(619)  276-3532 


Jnhn  Coon,  Project  Nanaer 

Southwest' Division,  Naval  Facilities,  Engineering  Command 

Code  05AL- JC 

1220  Pacific  Highway 

San  Diego,  CA  92132 


Subject:  Home porting  Two  More  Nuclear  Carriers 


Dear  John  C oo n : 


Homeporting  two  more  nuclear  carriers  increases  the  health  and  safety 
risk.  This  is  a  densely  settled  area,  and  any  incident  would  at  fact 
lots  of  people. 

I  would  like  to  see  the  health  risk  of  an  incident  explained  in  common 
english.  The  assessment  should  include  the  demographics  of  this  area, 
including  the  population  below  the  border. 

Dredging  should  protect  marine  life,  including  all  life  in  the  bay. 


159.1 


1595 


I  suggest  that  baseline  data  be  obtained  for  radioactive  levels  in  an 
around  the  bay.  Then  monitoring  the  levels,  analyzing  the  data,  an 
reporting  information  to  the  public  should  be  assigned  to  an  agen^-y 
outside  of  the  Defense  Department. 


159.3 


Very  truly  y ou r s 
McLane  Downing 
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Comment 

Number  Response 


McLane  Downing 

1.59.1  To  place  the  results  of  the  analyses  in  perspective.  Volume  I,  section  7  of  the  EIS 
states,  "The  radiation  exposures  to  the  general  public  due  to  normal  operatioi\s 
would  be  so  small  at  each  of  the  home  port  locations  that  they  would  be 
indistinguishable  from  natiurally  occurring  background  radiation.  For  example, 
the  highest  exposure  to  a  member  of  the  public  in  any  year  due  to  normal 
operations  would  be  less  than  one  nullirem  (0.66  millirem  at  Everett).  This  value 
can  be  compared  to  the  300  millirem  of  radiation  exposure  the  general  public 
receives  each  year  from  naturally  occurring  background  radiation.  Also,  the 
results  show  that  ttie  annual  individual  risk  of  a  latent  fatal  cancer  occurring  in 
the  general  population  within  50  miles  of  a  NIMITZ-class  aircraft  carrier  home 
port  is  very  low  at  each  of  the  home  port  locations  evaluated,  less  than  1  chance 
in  2  billion."  It  further  states  in  Voltune  II,  Appendix  F  of  the  EIS,  "the  annual 
individual  radiological  risks  to  a  member  of  the  general  population  due  to 
accidents  associated  with  support  facilities  for  homeporting  of  NIMITZ-class 
aircraft  carriers  are  very  low  at  all  of  the  locations  evaluated,  less  than  1  chance 
in  580  million."  For  perspective,  the  annual  risk  of  d)dng  in  a  motor  vehicle 
accident  is  about  1  chance  in  6,250.  Similarly,  the  annual  risk  of  dying  in  a  fire 
for  the  average  American  is  approximately  1  chance  in  36,000;  and  the  annual 
risk  of  dying  from  accidental  poisoning  is  about  1  chance  in  72,000. 

As  discussed  in  Appendix  F,  section  2,  population  distribution  and  prevailing 
wind  directions  are  factors  that  are  accoimted  for  in  the  risk  analysis  for  the 
general  population.  Risks  to  the  Mexican  population  are  also  assessed  in  this 
Appendix  as  well.  Based  on  the  above,  no  change  to  the  EIS  is  deemed 
necessary. 

1.59.2  Potential  impacts  to  marine  life  has  been  evaluated  carefully  in  the  Final  EIS,  as 
detailed  in  Volume  1,  section  3.5.  Potential  impacts  are  either  less  than 
significant  or  mitigated  to  less  than  significant  by  such  means  as  construction  of 
the  mitigation  site  at  Pier  B.  Further,  as  part  of  the  dredged  material  disposal 
plan  a  habitat  enhancement  area  would  also  be  constructed  at  NAB  that  will 
provide  about  10  acres  of  additional,  higher  quality  habitat  for  marine  organisms 
in  ttie  bay. 

1.59.3  Please  see  response  to  comment  0.12.33. 


1.59 


November  6,  1998 


Dolores  Thompson 

4545  Georgia  Street  #101 

San  Diego,  CA  92116-2675 

Mr.  John  Coon  (Code  05AL.  JC) 
Southwest  Division 

Naval  Facilities  Engineering  Command 
1220  Pacific  Highway 
San  Diego,  CA  92132 


Dear  Mr.  Coon, 

I  would  like  to  thank  the  U.S  Navy  for  granting  ^ 
iiparina  reaarding  the  DEIS.  However  due  to  the  seriuness  of 

She  sUuniofl  feel  that  the  secretary  of  Na^  S??i?enfve 
to  San  Diego  and  hear  what  the  people  and  their  children 

to  say  concerning  this  matter.  His  visit  is  tarcet 

especially  since  the  people  of  San  Diego  would  be  the  target 

of  a  "Three  Mile  Island  "  accident. 

Men  hViP  u  s  Navv  did  not  address  the  major  questions  ie; 
Sin'lffon;  ;ith7n«?ear  waste  material,  “ow  much  radiation 
admission  is  there  in  the  air.  What  measures 
that  San  Diego  does  not  become  another  Three  Mile  Island 

accident. 

since  the  officials  present  could  not  address  these  questions 
lertips  fhe  lecfetar?  of  the  Navy  can.  I 

the  he  come  to  San  Diego  if  not  for  any  reason  then  for  t 
sake  of  the  children. 


Sincerely, 


1.60.1 


1.60.2 


1.603 
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Comment 

Number _ Response _ _ 


Dolores  Thompson 


1.60.1 


1.60.2 

1.60.3 


Two  public  hearings  on  the  Draft  EIS  have  been  held  in  the  San  Diego  region 
and  public  testimony  received,  as  required  imder  NEPA.  The  Navy  does  not 
cirrrently  have  plans  to  have  a  follow-on  community  workshop  for  an  informal 
dialogue.  Concerns  generated  during  ttie  public  review  of  the  EIS  will  be 
considered  by  Navy  personnel  responsible  for  making  decisions  regarding  the 
proposed  action.  Navy  representatives  at  the  EIS  public  hearings  are  directly 
involved  with  this  decision-making  process,  and  provide  recommendations  to 
the  Secretary  of  the  Navy  regarding  the  preferred  alternative  to  be  implemented. 

Furthermore,  the  Navy  ensvues  that  the  EIS  decisionmaker  has  a  complete  copy 
of  the  public  hearing  transcripts.  The  Navy  believes  that  the  objective  sought  by 
the  comment  is  met  by  the  fact  that  the  transcript  of  the  public  hearing  is 
prepared  and  reviewed  as  part  of  the  NEPA  process  leading  up  to  the  Record  of 
Decision. 

Please  see  responses  to  comments  L.4.37, 0.10.31, 0.12.33,  and  1.53.2. 

Please  refer  to  response  1.60.1 


1.60 


A ,  n».n  I  To  JY‘  Of  The  Sm  nimlTiiHMia  FflaM 

.  *«  r  I  iM^Antafirknnl  travel  adi^isories  publ 


I'm  writing  this  letter  because  Vm  fri^tened.  1  tourists  aboutourpoUuted  bays  and  ocean.  Does  it  make  sense  to  add 

community,  for  our  children,  and  for  future  geneiahoM.  —  1  *-  daneer  of  tadiMCtive  contamination  to  such  advisones? 

Because  the  U.S.  Navy  is  moving  forward  with  should  done?  Tobegin  with,  the  Navy  oranyotherbranch 

mote  nuclear  aircraft  carriers,  in  San  Diego  Bay,  one  mile  up  wind  of  *e  ‘homeport,"  “base.”  and/or  ‘store"  nuclear 

heaitofdowntownSanDiegoandupvvindofthealmwtS  milli^p^e  ^  their’«i^  faciUties  as  far  away  from 

Uvinginourregiomdependingon  which  way  the  vvm^  °  1  centers  as  possible.  And  particularly  from  the  Na^  s 

nuclear  aircraft  carriers  have  6  Island^or  J^mpective.  ships  should  not  be  entered.  It  seems  we  shouldhave 

combined  reactor  capacity  exceed  g  I  jesson  ftom  Pearl  Harbor. 

Chernobyl  reactor.  n,;*  «  nnt «  letter  If  nuclear  powered  vessels  are  homeported  separately  “ 

At  this  point  I  want  to  make  one  thmg  vety  ctear.  This  is  not  a  lew  I  they  would  be  much  easier  to  defend.  Plus,  if  a 

against  the  Navy.  The  Navy,  ^ong  with  ^y  ,eactorcoieisbreachrfforwhateverycause,theNavyonlylosMOK 

niUtaty  have  served  fee  United  States  well  but  the  Navy,  hke  >  civilian  populations  being  contaminated  by 

““JSfeg  to ‘tte  Nfevy 's  estii^.  fee  I  letterbecause  I’®  ^ 

ofwinningfeelottery'jackporarealsosmallbutpeoples  wmi  1  ^  n,.ny  ofeer  things  we  are  domg,  like  buiUmg  m 

long  odds  1 

or  fee  act  of  a  bitter,  disgruntled,  drunk,  distiitbed.  and/or  insane  sailor  ^  ^  devastating  as  fee  tadioacttve 

means  that  aU  bets  are  offin  the  game  of  odds.  j  of  our  re-ion’s  people  and  land.  Any  other  assault  on 

TTtowholereasonwefmidfeeNavywifeourta^Uarsisto^^K^^.^^f  ^^^^,^^^f^,^ti„etionofaspecies.caa 
right  to  puisne  ‘Ufe,  Uberty,"  and  “happiness.  T^s  ^''*“*^**  •.  I  .  this  fe  not  the  case  when  radioactive  contamination  is 

to  find  any  rationale  feat  would  remotely  indicate  feat  homeportog^^j  \  ^  jt  is  beyond  human  capebility.  If  such 

theU.S.orMexico  more  secure  from ciAeracivilim or milita^psT^  «mniintsoftimc  wiUhopcfuUy  heat 

tive.  InfBCtfeeoppositeistrue.  Why  aUow  onrselws  to  be  pot  in  a  situation  that  makes  w 

gtoup  or  even  an  individual  would  have  fee  power  to  raid-  o'"  ooteSy^eiable  to  fee  release  of  mote  radioactive  matenah 

SLfetoinhabitfortensifnothundredsofyem  P‘“’“J’*****^*^  1  ^^as  released  atChemobyl?  When  there’s  so  much  to  lose,  why 

abiUty  to  protect  ns  militarily  by  taking  out  3  or  posably  more  nuclear  when  li^on’t  have  to?  If  enough  of  us  let  our 

canfeis  and  who  knows  how  many  Navy  personnel  ^  eiectodrepresentarivesandfeemedmknowfeathomepoitingnuclear 

iS^feSStesInrfe^tiSS^T^^^  it  withaU  fee  people  wh^ 

saUorcouldblowteactoiswrifeexplostvesortamperwifereactorcompot  away.  Not  so  much  because  I  to  save 

ers  and  controls  to  cause  radioactive  meltdowns.  „vself  I’ve  already  lived  a  pretty  full  life,  but  because  Idem  tfemk 

Ut’s  face  it,  these  carriers  will  be  veiy  attractive  sittmg  ducks  from  a  myrell  I  alrea^  diTfeces  of  our  children  if  homeportmg 

terr^t’sjmpecnveorfeeperepectiveofw^  |  I  could  stand  to  look  m  me  - - - 

if  fee  earners  fee  Navy  wants  to  homeport  here  were  oil  P®'^^ 
destruction,  whatever  fee  cause,  would  certainly  be  a  disasler.  but  shortly 
after  the  fire  burned  out  workers  could  begin  fee  salvage  and  cleanup 

not  fee  case  with  nuclear  powered  vessels  and  tteir  supp^ 
ftcilities.  Unlike  fee  chemicaU  generated  by  simple  cornbusti^me 

rrnhoactivefaUomfiomanuclearassocmted  fire  will  contmuetohurtM. 

ourchildren. future generetions,andlifemgenend  .mceUute.gMete. 

and  atomic  levels  for  tens,  hundreds,  and  potentially  dwusanda  of  y^. 

Like  I  said,  an  incident  involving  fee  release  of  significant  amomtt  of 

radioacbve  material  is  incomparable  vrifefeekiiidofdisasterswrife  which 

we  are  use  to  dealing.  _  ^  4,  u.,# 

After  what  I’ve  just  said,  it  seems  almost  tnvial  to  mention  It.  but 

homeporting  could  have  a  negative  affect  on  our  "i*  f®**® 

driveneconomy.  If  fee  release  of  even  a  moderete  amount  of  radtoaettve 

material  hit  fee  news,  the  tourist  and  real  estate  industnes  m  ou^gwn 
would  suffer  a  devastating  if  not  fetal  blow.  There  have  already  been 


1.61.1 


homeporting 

happens,  knowing  feat  it  represents  me  powu.^  -  '■““‘*'*1*!,'^! 
fe^Uves  on  eveiy  level  Ut’s  aU  woik  togefeerto  ensure  feat  this 

does  not  happen. 


Peace&love 


L61.1 


V  / 

Jim  BettvmstheseMndplace  finisher  in  the 

Jim's  book,  /irhtr*""  SffinitT  On 

availableonhis  websitefttfi  of 'hinge-  limisalsoavailableforl^^. 

workshop..andde»gn«idconsult.tkH^^^ 

about  this  letter  or  ofeer  projects,  call  (619)  272-2898. 


1.61 


Comment 

Number 

Jim  Bell 
1.61.1 
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Response 


Chir  publicly-elected  U.S.  Congress  and  President  of  the  United  States  make 
programmatic  decisions  regarding  Naval  ships  (e.g.,  application  of  nuclear 
power),  and  ttuis  comments  regarding  these  decisions  are  beyond  the  scope  of 
this  EIS.  The  results  of  all  the  analyses  of  both  normal  operations  and 
hypothetical  accidents  indicate  that  ttiere  would  be  no  significant  radiological 
impacts  from  homeporting  and  maintaining  NIMITZ-class  aircraft  carriers  or 
operating  NIMITZ-class  aircraft  carrier  maintenance  facilities. 


1.61 


•g 

s 

o 

B 


G 

O 

•§ 


3 


«>  I 


r?  u 

-o 


^  _g-S„  _§.|l5S 

OW-^  O  SC^  «73^^U 
Cj3*^  c  ^  CU-  rtH-* 


w  E  ^  §  *7? 

'  O  ^  J-  a  «i  W  S 
SgSg-sijs^assii^p 

wg^-i3::-ogtog>sg< 

■  -  =  §  si=5  g  11 

U  CO 


4>  «> 

JS  > 

-  c 

S|  "-s 

ci<  c  S  Q 
o 


«  g  ^ ^1 

2  -C  ^  ^  §  00+ 

c:bcn2o>OAC>c  e  X  ^  ^ 

|I.IHi!i|ill 

S  73  -  2  «  2^:5  -a  2  2  k5  ^ 

2  C  >%’S  ugffi® 

O  S  fa  ^  «w  St  to  Q  o 

5||.iliigS8|'S 

§ggo§i252i‘gS 

«>ipr:.a2,S[da^s 


‘S  *0 
^  .S  ^  c/3  rt 

o  .2  S  .2  ‘1  P  -C  ^ 

liil  I'll  alii 
ililliiiii^ 

>.§«*-  §  -5  K  g  «  -  -S  ^ 

|||.i's||,|||t 

-8  i-^'sl'is  |fi  a-s 

g<sa:|'§  2*3)^  8 

PFoaSwcccaEi 


1  9  2 

M  a  ^  a  . 

■B’®.i  ?2- 
i  1 1  .§  i  •§  a 
g  eltllfl 

■95  faOD®*  ^6 

;-ll 

^  -  j3“SaSSsa 
EtI?S3c:^>L«32  •92o- 

■SgSjS  I.-  s-5«  l-i 


I  c«l  « 

Igi^  I 

*S  S  Q  ^  1  P 


liiS.eli|l?ll 


>22  3 


fa« 


E 

'•3 

g 

o 

c 


■S 


M 


S.*ts  w  o  u-fa 

si|lii|li“-§ 

Itr^-i'sHlil 

i:2.s|1p|||| 


il 


Jill  iil;|s  s 
.i|iliB|8=i 

J  J  «  “  S  a  ■*  3  2  -2 
“g'asS^g^glr'B. 

■S3  -I  5  a  g  s  a  5  2  f  3Mg'3&1|i°^ 

U  ilsiii  .il||is  iliiirJili 

g  c  «  fa*  00  s.  2  ”  7.  .S  a  .22  ^  i5  - 


ii83^£.||i|s^i^i 

c  —  S-SmS  S 

g^gS.SS-sll  ll  sl  S 

“S>*Hl'Ka-2!S-B-2§§s- 

|ig|'s3  g-2l2  Sa|  1 
|o2§|Do|2:§?i  li 

'  o  (5  -2  -  -n'  §  o  5  .2  a  •§, 

;5«°Dg28gS-.«63 


JS  00 

^  c 

cn  o 


8.J 


•3  c  «  00  g 

fa-  00  o-  2  «  7  S  — 
.2  3>  c  o  E  g  g  'S  “ 

S  *§  1  3  §  i  •«  S  'P  ^ 

*3  OiC  fa«^-P  5^3  ^"S? 


e  8  § 

8^7 

n  B.-3  .2  H 

I  g*5x 


a  J  o  s  g  I  -I  ^r.  g  t: 
Kp-S  82_<«  ^ 

0.0^  •St'  Stss  2 


<n  ^  g  l 
W  S  O  < 

*5  3^*"^  L_ 

§852  s'^' 

.2  j  e  2  o  1  o 

2<§^  il  S  f  tf  a  3<S  e-i 
1 2  o  Q  1 1 3’-<  I  J  -  Sn  5  ^ 

•  •’  ibis's -SI  I  =  Z  a 


fa  ^  ^Nfa 

-2  8  a  ^2-S 


»  ^  o 

fa  ** 


§iisjti|ri 

g  i  -3  a  I  ■£  -a  J  z  e 


3  ^  ■3  o 


^|ii6  S's  liljlsl 

z  !  o  a  ■—  3  ^  S  .S  2  o  ^“2  ■“ 

liilwilliliil 


*  c/3  O 


.aiS 


VO 

P 


O 

'fa 

VO 

ro 

0\ 


< 

S 

X) 

JS  00 

§,ss: 

^  S-3 
P  o 

ac  2  - 

Q  §1 

=  m  E 

g  o  g 

q/  eu  Z 

E 

o 


^  <fa  ^ 

fa  o  c 

lii^l.lli 
h|  il  i'ill 

»  ^  <5  p  o  e  “* 

o 

S 


P  S2  U  id  ’P 

S3  ^  53  2  00^ 
d  a  -P  -S  .c  *2 

2 1 1  ■§  ^  b'  "s  8  a 
•§|^|g|«2a 

Ir^fillll 


>  H  5  :}  s 

2  *3  3  *2 

'1-in 


2  S  •-  6  7 

p  2  o  *5  9  ^ 

S-sl 

PitIP* 

iJ  I- 8  ■§>  S  s  2 

§ll,l'l  III 

^  eorb 

Sor>^^w*o  B 
i  8  *^o'S|  g  g 
-l  a^  s  »§  a  a 


I 


a 


-so^Sa-aSo. 

.Si's  8  8. 

i-al  “.-s  ill 

IpPPl 

ES:a3i;J2s| 

iiir«“^ 

E  ^ 


il 


*rt  ^  V)  S  ^  *3 

>^'3  ?  2  >  ?9  c  rt'  ^ 


{  >•  3  P  fc'  ^ 

•  '3  fa  5?  P  ? 


i  S 

_  ^  CO 

:  ^  a>  ' 

s'll  I 

ll-sigiJi-s 

S  l-s  'S  S  *S  .2  -S  •£ 


.  fa  ^ 

§  5  s 

fe  tfa 


d 

o 


6 

I 


1 

e 

2 

8 

f 

P 


f-a  1^ 

Ig  s  3 
■|  -S  « -I  -S  I  I  § 

isiliisi 

TJto’S^ 

“5-s|^d2^:i 

St  «  fa  S  p  O  tfa*  -* 

SsJ  l.i^ 

lililsli 

^  8-  8  «  .S  -s  ♦§  -52 

I  S 1  -s  •§  S 1 1 

*5  o  fa’^g  ooP^ 

iaSJigS>^ 
I  i  S.l  S'i-^1 

«S.P  ^fa8^;5« 

afl gl.tf  ss 
s  2 1  p  1  s  g  ffl 
|l«  I  a-g-S  ts 
ias^^oeg 

>fa  —  3  (U  dj‘2  fa 

ia‘s“-a|f°. 

1  8  1 1 1 1 1.  S 

73  S*fa’9^^3tn 
fcs  8  S  &  fa  g) 

o  S  fa  >  8  — 

tn  xs  «  H  p.i2  ^  P 

uC  Pfa  ”  P*--  P* 


1.62 


"On  account  of  the  height  of  the  explosion  practically  all  the  radioactive  products  are  1.62.5 
carried  upward  in  the  ascending  column  of  hot  air  and  dispersed  harmlessly  over  a  wide 
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Owner  and  Chief  Programmer, 
The  Animated  Software  Company 
(for  affiliation  purposes  only) 


Volume  7  CVN  Homeporting  EIS  —  NASNI  Response  to  Comments 


Comment 

Number _ _ Response _ _ 

Russell  D.  Hoffman 

1.62.1  It  is  important  to  note  that  since  the  inception  of  the  NNPP  almost  half  a  century 
ago,  there  has  never  been  a  reactor  accident  associated  with  the  Program,  nor  has 
there  ever  been  a  release  of  radioactivity  that  has  had  a  significant  effect  on  the 
public  or  the  environment.  The  Navy's  historical  record  of  safe  and  responsible 
operation  of  nuclear  powered  warships  is  discussed  in  Volume  I,  section  7  of  the 
EIS. 

In  section  7.1.4  of  the  EIS  it  is  stated  that  "Two  nuclear-powered  submarines 
(USS  THRESHER  and  USS  SCORPION)  sank  during  operations  at  sea  in  the 
1960s.  Neither  was  lost  due  to  a  reactor  accident . . .  Radiological  surveys  of  the 
debris  sites  have  been  performed  on  several  occasions  over  the  past  ttuee 
decades  and  confirm  that,  despite  the  catastrophic  natvue  in  which  these  ships 
were  lost,  no  detectable  radioactive  fission  products  have  been  released  to  the 
environment." 

The  EIS  has  evaluated  a  wide  variety  of  accidents  and  has  determined  that  the 
radiological  risks  are  not  significant.  A  summary  of  risks  is  contained  in  section 
7.6  of  the  EIS. 

1.62.2  Please  see  response  to  comment  0.12.190. 

1.62.3  Please  see  responses  to  comments  0.12.49  and  1.4.1. 

1.62.4  Please  see  responses  to  comments  1.4.1  and  0.12.49. 

1.62.5  Please  see  response  to  comment  0.12.10. 

1.62.6  Copies  of  the  Draft  EIS  were  made  available  in  several  public  libraries  for  public 
review  as  required  imder  NEPA.  367  citizens  were  sent  notices  of  the  Draft  EIS 
availability  (NOA)  and  where  they  could  be  review  the  Draft  EIS  in  libraries 
near  ttteir  location.  331  copies  of  the  Draft  EIS  were  sent  to  agencies, 
organizations  and  individuals.  Every  individual  who  requested  a  copy  of  the 
Draft  EIS  was  sent  one.  For  further  detail,  please  see  response  to  comment 
0.12.190, 1.4.1  and  0.12.49. 
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a  non-linear  aligiinieni  runciton  and  (hetefoie  a  non¬ 
linear  embnllteitieut  and  nugiteiizalion  in  lime:  ihit 
calibration  ii  a  necesaity  and  can  only  ex  penmen  tally 
be  pciroimed  by  another.10-20  year  cxperiineni 
Solution  treaiment  maps  have  recently  been  experunen- 
laily  derived  {14]  for  revctling  Ihc  aUgned  microtiiuc- 
lure,  embrilllemenl,  haidncu  incicaie  and  magnelua- 
lion  I'oi  a  Miiei  of  ume-iciiipeiaiuie  cornbinaltout. 
tome  as  low  as  I S  niimiles  and  u  cod  as  I400*F. 
Wheihet  thii  can  be  applied  to  poti  opeiaiion  wdd 
sululion  tiealiiient  on  wddt  intilu,  or  iiKreated  aui- 
bienl  letiiperaiure  to  pievcni  ilie  ageing  on  wcldi  in 
Situ,  reniaini  to  be  cxpeninen tally  determined  |14{. 
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MIXED  valencies  OF  Eu  IN  INTERMETALUC  COMPOUNDS  WITH  THE  CaC«,  STRUCTURE  * 
E.R.  OAOMINGER,  I.  FELNER  and  S.  OFER 

Xnenk  /lutitutt  of  ftiyski.  The  Htbttm  Umeermy.  yerviWeM.  /imW  \  .• 


Tkc  Moaibauer  tpcclia  of  EiiNijZn,.^  and  EaNi,Cu|_,  compovodi  aic  compoicd  o(  ihinc  Mbapcciii.  ooa  coiieipon 
d«n«  10  £»*♦.  one  lo  Ea**  nod  one  to  Ea  in  ■  mLicd  eaknee  Hate.  Die  mued  valency  a  uiierprttcd  In  leinu  ol  /ait  naciaa 
lions  Wlwnnn  41*  and  dC’  conTwruaiatas.  Tbe  energy  necciary  to  Make  an  Mieiconr^afinon  cnciiaiiun  depcodi  on  the 
nambet  of  Ni  neighbeafi  ol  Eo,otta  andon  llw  leMpeiaiaic.  Snicepiibriiiy  mcaiiMeoieoli  arc  conuncai  wtik  ihi  analyus 
of  Ike  Motrbaaet  expetirntMa.  TW  dependinea  at  ike  MagMIK  kypeffine  rwldi.  ike  Carw  UMpeiaiarca  and  tke  Immw 
iki/ii  oo  X.  Is  diacaiaed. 


i.  Iiilioduciion 

In  inotl  compounds  rare  earth  ions  appear  in  well 
defined  valence  ataiei.  In  recent  years  a  number  of 
“mixed  valence*'  compounds  have  been  found  which 
cxhibii  properties  Indicaling  (hat  the  tare  earth  ions  m 
tlieie  compounds  are  in  an  intetmcdiate  or  miacd  va¬ 
lence  Slate. 

Tlie  mixed  valcrtce  compounds  can  rouglily  be  rlivi- 
ded  iiilu  lour  gioupa.  (i)  Cumpouitd:  in  which  iHe  rare 
earth  ions  with  different  valency  occupy  irtci)uivalenl 
laiiicestiics.  asm  EugO*  {l|.  In  this  case  the  valence 
dtiifibuiion  is  sialic  and  no  (luctualions  take  place. 

(ii)  Compounds  in  which  all  rare  earth  ions  occupy 
cquivaicnl  ladtcc  sites,  but  the  ratio  A  between  the 
number  of  ions  in  each  valence  state  is  dtctalcd  by  the 
slmcliiomciiy  of  the  compounds,  u  in  SmsSa  |2.3|. 

In  this  case  the  ratio  R  will  be  Indcpendenl  of  lempeii- 
lure  but  hopping  of  an  electron  between  the  ions  nughi 
occur.  The  '‘hopping’*  frequency  win  usually  be  Itm 
perature  dependent,  (in)  Compounds  in  which  all  rare 
earth  ions  occupy  tquivaicnl  lallice  sties.  R  is  not  deter 
mirted  by  sioichiomeiry  and  is  lemperiiurc  indcpcnUcni. 
In  these  comporwda  only  Ihc  iooK  ground  stale  u  occu¬ 
pied,  but  its  wave  function  is  a  linear  combinaiion  of 
atomic  orbilal  wave  functions,  (iv)  Compounds  in 
which  R  is  icmpeiature  dcpcndenl.  In  ihts  case  two  dif- 
fercnl  valence  stales  ace  energetic  ally  very  dote  and 
populaiad  al  Icmpeiaiuies  at  which  measuiemcnis  ate  . 

*  Ihlt  letcaick  wti  Mppwied  by  a  giaX  fiom  Ike  Ururee  SiUts 
Inacl  BwaiMtMl  Science  Feendulnn  (ISF).  fwiTdimriHiel 


performed  The  tempcraiurc  dependence  of  R  it  a  re¬ 
sult  of  Ihc  change  of  Ihc  lelilive  population  of  the 
two  titles  with  temperature  (4.5).  Fluctuations  be¬ 
tween  Ihc  two  states  usually  lake  place  and  the  Huciua 
lion  ficquencies  might  or  might  not  be  tcmpcraiure 
dependent.  Tline  compounds  ate  refeiied  to  as  flue 
luaiing  valence  compounds  |6|  Ttie  most  direct  evi 
deuce  for  such  inlctconfiguialMn  fluciualions  (ICI  ) 
is  provided  by  Mossbaucr  isutner  itiifi  data  of  ICF 
tytleiiit  comaiiiinf  Eu  imii  |4J 

Difleteni  techniques  have  been  emptoyeJ  lu  study 
mixed  valence  compounds  Aiiiong  ihcm,  only  X-ity 
plioioetcciron  spectroscopy  (XI*S)  and  the  Moubauei 
effect  are  of  mkroscopic  nature  The  time  resotuUm. 
of  Ihe  Moisbeucr  effect  is  dclernuncii  by  the  hfeinuc 
of  ilic  nuclear  level  involved  ui  tlic  Mossbaucr  liansi 
lion  and  is  about  10~*  a.  The  ICF  latct  observed  to 
far  arc  fatter  than  lO'  ‘  t~ ' .  rctullini «  wdl  defined 
tfccira  with  parameters  inteimediate  belwwen  those 
corresponding  lo  the  nucluiimi  stales  (4). 

From  all  rare  earth  tons  which  may  eahibti  mixed 
valence  properties  (Ce.  Sm.  Eu.  Th.  T«  and  Yb)  Eu 
isolopcs  are  (he  most  tcjuitivc  for  siudtesefmtaed 
valence  phenomena  by  the  Motibauet  effect.  The 
isomer  shift  In  a  Mossbaucr  spectrum  ■  a  sUaightlor 
ward  measure  of  the  ckcitooic  configuration  of  itx 
ion.  Isomer  ihiftt.5.  measured  with  Ike  21.6  keV 
gamma  ray  of  Eu  between  compounds  in  which 
Eu  is  divalent  and  trivaleni  are  about  14  mtn/i.  witcicri 
the  naiutal  luw  width.  2r.  of  the  resonani  absorpiion 
line  of  Uic  21.6  keV  gamma  ray  of  Eu  is  1  3  min/i 
the  ratio  d/3r  is  therefore  -IDfor  Eu.-Thti  laiiu 
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An  investigaiion  or  tnErrnermai  SJ^biiity  of  a  - 

Commercial  Ni-Cr-Fe-Mo  Alloy  (Hastelloy^ 

AIM 


C.  Y.  UU 


The  ttMgtt  a  fULrtften  mfl  room  naptruurt  lamct  touroMi  9i  HiwUg?  •  k\)m  X 

uur  MUC  U  1000.  i:00.  MOO  M  ilQCr  (US,  Ml.  7(0  UM  i:i*C}  for  naae  no  lo 
10.000  h  vert  laTttticitto.  The  ulor  exAiAtu  4ft*0Arfteftmf  u  1200  lad  liOCTF  (641  UM 
|pl0*C].*A  fUffU  taxaneii  ineriu^m  ooitrTto  i(  lftQ0*r  tl7:*C)  tollQveo  ve  OT%rtcui| 
Uter  4000  h.  He  Mlf-nAratfiin^i^u^etfrT^^  1000*r  (S3rC)  vp  to  10.000  h.  Acmf  u 
4U  umpmarts  rtppupO  \M^^mmmmmL4u£jA  rooa  uawmert  xmmA  loopiMSi. 
The  muremeture  titer  t^wc  vee'cnkr^neraeO  er  eptictl  aeauofrtPAf  am  X*rtt 
)  dlflncuM.  viile  tncture  meoe  vai  c&mcttrute  Pt  icuauio  tuctree  Btcrescopf.  The 
rceetti  secft^t  uai  me  ^tag^f  e  wtte  metde  prf 

ciptuiaa  tTPe  caretees  art  oeitcree  te  a  cne  mater  pnaae  ere etpuaiee  durai 
iftaf  "al'aU  itBpenwret.  aUhoaiB  e  ani  a  paaiee  were  aUe  eetaette  axtir  10.000  h  at 
kUOO  aaO  IIOOT  HSO  aaP  I7rc}.  rtspectmir. 


annoDXJCTWK 


T UC  hi(&  UBoerature  fae«ce«lee  reaetar  (KTCK) 
dtaifme  ey  General  Atomu  le  a  muiui-tAartuB- 
fueied,  mpaue  aeoeraue  rtaaior  trsteB  ta  vnup 
M  luetoa  aeai  nMrued  B  tnt  reacur  care  u  triae- 
(errte.  ay  tiifn-prtaaert  aeiiuB  ceouxa  faa.  to  sieaB 
feaeraiera  vnertta  euatraeatee  etcaa  la  fcaeraua  ter 
power  napraiioa.  The  prtaary  eeotaai  eutlet  tea* 
permture  a  Be  HTCK  typtcaUv  liee  vitAB  tAe  riafi 
1200  to  120a*r  (Ml  te  lirC!.  Thu  reactor  lyaua 
eeuataa  aao?  aetallic  coapoaeai  that  aeat  epenu 
ler  yery  leaf  tiaea  tup  a  40  yearn  uodor  uuae  ete* 
vitod  tcffiperatare  eeaouiaaa.  Slaeo  u  U  feoewfi  tact 
too  atcfoittiicaare  aad  aeenairal  pr wntes  e< 


hif&  tcBporawe  aUoya  cu  caaoct  Odruf  ivaa  n* 
peeure.  due  to  tluraai  ifiac.  it  if  aoeeccarf  to  euao* 
tiiy  aueo  chaafeo  a  tAc  aauriaU  ue«  a  ceaaeoea 
desiftt.  Thus,  ao  a  part  ei  tAt  prefna  to  cupwt  of 
toe  aeretepaea  a^  dect^  et  KTQU.  a  creteaatu 
urreatifauea  el  tAe  iMraai  ctaPUtty  et  ceyeral  aiA 
UBDorature  aUoTO  to  aoeervar  at  Ceaeral  Atoau. 

Thli  CBoer  preeeiu  toe  reeaiu  a  aa  loveattfauoo 
auo  Lhe  aftac  auatica  cod  at  eoaaoee  la  aurectree* 
turt  8AO  reea  uapenwe  tapaet  touBuece  et  Huiei* 
ley  Alloy  X  aa  a  rteau  el  aftaf  ter  ttaee  ep  a  10.000 
h. 

2.  GCYCitamrrAL  pnocrDuncs 

Maural  la  pliu  iara  tl.27  ca  tacai  waa  pur* 
etujtd  m  IM  eotaiaa  inaeiad  caadtttoa  to  Spectti* 
U3I.  The  cntateai  aaaiycu  tin  vt  ecu. 
aa  aueptud  pr  tae  ▼tneer.  «aa  aa  lolleve:  O.Xl  C. 

0.51  Ma.  0.0Z2  7.  0.001  S.  0.52  SL  21.41  Cr.  1S.2I  Te. 
I,M  Me.  IM  Co,  0,5J  W.  <0.002  8.  aod  Palaact  Hi. 

The  fima  atae  «aa  ASTM  Ne*  5. 

The  laapte  blaaaa  (1.27  a  12.7  a  I7.7t  cal  were 
afed  a  air  turraces.  Afuf  «aa  cenduatd  at  1000. 


C  Y.  LAI  « luiT  liif MMf.  CciWTii  CemM^.  Si«  Otcye. 

CAtltJI. 

MMMmi  MOMUd  Aeru  I A  1977. 


1200.  1400  and  1600*7  (531.  Ml.  760  and  171*0  (or 
ttadP  up  te  10.000  h.  5aaaiee  ter  naraacaa.  atere*^A 
etnetural  eaaiaatiea  aad  taaaet  toupaaese  teetiaf  ^ 
were  obtaiaod  trea  tfed  Itaaa  aiur  removal  et  the  ^ 
oBde  eeald  aad  the  aurUca  layera  alieeted  Py  turtate  % 
MOdattai.  X 

AU  lapaes  tcete  were  ceadected  on  staedard  Charpy  ^ 
V*aoUA  tpectouaa  a  accaraaace  vita  the  repuire*  m  ^ 
atata  et  ASTM  £23*72.  The  aeun  et  tat  Charey 
ipectmeaa  vad  aliened  parallel  u  ue  rotUaf  eirtaie^^ 
aad  perpeaduular  to  lae  eurtaeoa  et  tat  elate.  The 
(ractare  aurlace  vaa  eiaatnad  a  a  tfitacai  aeannuif 
eleetron  aieretcope  operaiuif  u  25  kV.  Hardaeaa  ^ 
vad  aeaaared  a  a  RectveU  haraaeaa  tester*  Jjk 

Mterenrectare  was  eaaramriaad  Py  epueal  meai^^ 
lecrapay  ajBX*ray  dittraenoa.  Meuuofnpme  leeci* 
raeaa  were  ncaed  •ItciroiyttcaU?  a  eaaue  acid.  The 
reeidue  easpua  ler  X*ny  dUlraettoa  aaalysu  vert 
oPtaiatd  py  tieetroiyticaUy  tacractiAf  tae  afte  asB* 

plea  uatAf  aa  electrolyte  ceataiauif  10  eet  HCl  la  _ 

aitaami.  A  Cuiatcr  Oc  Woia  eaaerm  vaa  used  ta^|^ 
caaittAcuea  viu  CuX«  riniiiieiu 
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iyciipg  tfU  jMogjBjjjj.  o»  too  oiott  0o«4. 

fowuinimiiiy  tfomjM  iton  oTcifl^ 

r?c^-x 


y/ir.^ 


Tls-  7/1  .rX 


Cast  *11 


Pi9* 


J-  \  xi^  /  —  ^  _ 


1.63 


/ ' 


Reproduction  clarity  limited  by  quality  of  comment  letter  received.  ' 


- S:g;“nal  3;.’:sui. 

*::£nAU  -VlAT’Cf;  i:”IVI«TRAT;CN 
'.’cw  i^rwA.NO  F  jIC:; 

*2  New  t.'.'GLA.NO  EXECUTIVE  PaSIC 

5uri.i.‘;gton.MA.C18C3 

Re:  proposed  RULE  “OR  JT8D»S£aiES  Turboean  Engine  SLEEVE  SPACERS: 
Gentlemen: 

I  V/OUL2  like  TC  CO  CN  RECCSO  AS  TOTALLY  SUPPORTING  THIS 

s^cpcse:  *vle  ":r  JT3D-ses!ES  TuRecrA::  Engine  sleeve  space?  ° ! ct^CL'S 
;  :pe:t::  ..  r.uv.t .  v/culj  like  to  USJLil  to: 

:a)  the  very  li.miteo. ostensibly  conservative. but  in  viev  or  7-.e 

:o.nt:nuinc  seclence  cr  oirectly  engine-  tailurc  causeo  catastrcphic 

I'.-SEP.VICE  CRASHES.rURTKER  ERODING  PASSENGER  CUSTCNER-BASS  sELlER 

THE  compete:;:?  or  air  carriers  universally  to  provide  saee  air 

TRAVEL  SERVICE  AS  ADVERTISED. AMD  IN  THE  F.A.A.TC  SUCCESSrULLY 

monitor  same  A.NO  provide  -^OTALL'  ^"EETIVE  Q.A..i^ 

and  rYTprvn  v  rnni hapoy  !  Many  more... ALL  components  should  be  sls- 

jECTEO  TO  VERY  THOROUGH  N.O.T. (ultrasonic. eddy  current. acoustic 

EMISSION. MAGNErLUX. radiographic....  )IN  rULL  ENGINE  Orr-H 1 NG  STR I PCCL 

re“:Avia:io::  Week  i  Space  Technology. p. 31. September  2.1985) 

•'3)  The  continued  lack  or  appreciation  or  the  super  allot  wOMPC-.i... 

.'NIVERSAL  jENERIO  THERMAL*L£A01f:G-TO*MCCHANICAL  ! T^'i E*-TNY 

OAUSING  IN»SERVICC  depression  orl CSPiC I «LL '  I  . 

hastsllcy-x.but  also  Nimonics.Uoimets  Ar40  ALL  other 
*:S:ST...O:  TC:r.  t.RKA..  ;;•.CiA...Aw«.^NiCAL  shock. brittle. rATiuUE.a«Rtii 
CORROSION. ..  .CRACK  nuCLEATION. PROPAGATION. TRACTURE  A!:0  "AILURi  • 

T  all  COMPONENTS  Or  all  engines. 

First  poi.nt::  ::ut  ee  me  tor  MucLE/.r».rossiL*rL'EL.PETROCHE"i:AL. . . 

PL/.:;”  TRANSITICN-LELD  alloy  IMPn.ir.D/fl?.::^ARLY  I3E::TTCAL  ••;TtL'«.,C* 
fti;»LLY(  Ziffirt  lriiP>Mt  nr  MtS^fTtcM  tr;n  V.tnrTnr  M«TE-!AL?» 

7.312(  1978):A.Mayo.Villa6C  Voice. p.40.AuGust  21.1?7E:l:ZIL::iIi^ 

TECHNiCN.HAirA(  1.77 « / 

to  Hastelloy-x.'ano  other  engine  "super "alloys ) 

ta.*--  efartTf  ' YET  P<^tvTyT»,y  F .  A .  A .  .  T  .  S .  r  ■■  - 


I 


t 


especially  engine  vamueacturers. air  cap.fiers 


r;SU?*:.c:  u:::SR’.:niTE?.S)CUITE  NEGLIGENTLY: 
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•  'J.S.OzPt^rrtnT  C'  D£rr*:ss  c.,, — u.t..,  ,,  ^  _ ^ 

C30E"*n2.3Y  AT  TVS.  SATTCLLi  MEMORIAL  1 ‘.'ST  1 7U7E(  DeC  . .  !*-• 

•  G.SaSOL  iVO  ,9.?-:.^TIEXLE?.:?wycf  >t  C/^.  , . .  :e 

•  :  I  M  r  ;-;7MQ7=> 

<  v* « » 1  .  A .  A*«0  L » »  I  hOUP*-^*,'  ,  ti  ope*  ‘  '  i  z  < 

U.S.IistffT’T”'  zr  £’:E?.5r(  1579) 

•  Clstc-e’  .Product  3uLLETiMS-HAYr.-Es-SrEL!.ir:.CA.?oT.SiMMor;os.CY:[:?s'.  ” 

CaRti  .TER .... -MAJOR  HaSTELLOY-X  SUPPLIERS  T*  EMGK.'E  ■■'AMuriC'VR*-* 

•  H..=  IC.:a;oS. SUPPRESSES  wARklVG  I-Ei:CS..®U9LI C  Se.RVICE  ILECTRIC  i’cl*'  ' 

£‘.'.’’5y  UsoP.ATor.Yl  15£v’s  ^  155'*-’s) 

•  U.S.Nl.’CLEAfi  RESULATCRY  COIRtlSSIC:.*  Oc/->»«r-,,prg  fz-s  Ur .?.T-»r 

Of  0’?PCCM3r  Wreer,  aB,.....v  ....  i 

-t(  1952...; 

!t  is  A3U;.2A;;TLY  CLEA.R  that  this  is  a  GCI.'EP.IC  EMaRITTLSnEIIT  PR03LE:;. 
SEVERELY  SETS IMEMTALLY  alTESI.VG  AS-OESIGIIED  PERrORKANCE  CHASACTERIS- 

tics  or  ALL  :3MPOf;£::TS. especially  Hastelloy-x  cortausTiofi  chamse.rs. 

..•ILL  PRovicE  A  a.-.-o  r.'cp?«cTf„^  Twor^T  tc  air  car.rier'sapety 

Jas  ./ell  as  :usto;:er  sase  Ar:o  profits)  that  is  c:;-GOir;c  a\-c  vmm  — » 

fii-iVAY  :cs.s^TC  EIICIME  ''AHUFACTURER. ALLOY  SUPPLIE.^l . AIR  CARRIER.  I ;.SURA;.:E 
U..OEnv.'RlTi.R..*  .A.A.  ..«.T.S«3.  .pEUTAGCfC. . .  .OEMlALS  OR  SHEER  I GuORAN'CE  ' 

Some  coiicu.c.rimg  referemcss  are: 

Prof. '..‘.B.Prnagrf!. lit. !vf«Rt7Y  zr  Waterloo! CA;;ACA)-:£Ar:  ff  caprice  r-'E-is:-'' 
•^•*0.^ . w . W I LL : L':: i vef. s i ty  cf  1lli:.’0IS-:ea;:  of  ca.rside  •'echa/.ical  "*:?s. 
u ■ . L . Stop?*; .Lcs  r.LAMOs  Naticmal  Laroratory-carsice  CKEitisTrY  expert 
'>.C.7atr3.....Lav;re:;ce  Livef.-ore  [.‘atigmal  LAaoRATORY-oEA;:  or  C.O.T. 

O^-i  rLy.T.-yis.-iAL  Bureau  cf  STAf:oAR:s..Oi.-E:Tor. Alloy  Oata  Base  Sect. 
r  Zr.T  .jj.iGi.  “'iASE.R  U.M  VE.RS  I'l  Yi  Caj.AOA /-AlLCY  I'iAGilETICS  L.XPETT 

Ors ..t.G'S VILLA  i  F.Bea“oi;ors..^c.‘!3  Motor  Cc.Scicmtific  La3o.tatcry-e"“"'*te 

r  CA.-.CIGE  FRACTL’E  ,\r'3  SUPCr./LLCY  •  ETALLU.RSV. 

C."...';:...EE::s.*;iATEr.i/.L3  SciEiiCE  Oivi s:3;:.A.«Gwr.T;E  .‘.‘aticmal  Laeo-ratc-y 

C'UR  HEAT-’.-'-SaVE  .=  RG?RIETAr.Y  --EAT-T-REATMEriT  FOR  pC^, II lyr'CTlFf*  rr  \y. 

-£T  :*;Gr;£  ccm.‘»c:.*e;:ts.at  -iui.-al  c-ost. result ir.*s  r:  cec.reases 
..L.  T .  .U.A.  .MA  I’ITAI (IAIICE * L A20R  Ario  s.=AR£  co“Por:Er:T  PEPLACEVEriT  ::ste 
A-;:.;:r.s7  i-po.tta.-.t.the  pecl'i.re:-  mr  :.;.?ety  r*A?;:AT::.sTAf;os  .rs.'.cy  t- 
pRTvicE  T-'is  ;.“.uciAL  SERVICE. .-il^Jate:  :y  ee.rious  CUESTIOVS  cf  E’.Sr.E 
Z  ••I."  TR.WEL  CAFETV  ! 

RES.'ECTFJ’LLY  .**.  ’jRGEr’TLY. 
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Table  2  (on  page  8)  puts  the  core  shroud  into  a  far  more  meanyig|^ 
the  core  shroud  is(guri^Fh>temal  componciitajnrmg  many  thaC^il(r 
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CorsipfiyliMbracktl 
Survtillane*  eap«ul«  hoM«r  brw  Iwt 


1995  <J  "Sth  'ed  itl6;£v  fao"  'cis 


W 


Pum^^ 


emu 


F!iKni^(Kvodo>  Officials 
operating  the  prototype 
fast-breeder  nuclear  re¬ 
actor  Monju  that  was 
shut  down  Friday  said 
Saturday  that  between^ 
and  ,3  tons  of  iiauid  sodk 
um  leakeJ  from  a  cooling 
system,  but  the  source  of 
the  leak  has  not  yet  been 
found. 

Antinuclear  activi5ts  said 
the  leak  exposes  the  main 
weakness  in  the  nation  s  fast- 
breeder  program. 

Officials  with  the  semipub¬ 
lic  Power  Reactor  and  Nucle¬ 
ar  Fuel  Development  Corp. 
said  technicians  had  to  wait 
for  raiispd  bv  a  reac- 

hriwrep  sqdiu m  and 
mnisture-ia  the  .all.  lo  diiisi- 
pate  before  they  could  enter 
the  room  where  the  leak  is 
suspected  to  have  occurred. 

Workers  ^hui  down  the 
plant  at  9  20  p  m.  Fndayui* 

Icr  an  alarm  went  off  atXiiL 
p  m.  indicating  of  a  irmOffa: 
lure  nhnnrmaiitv  in  a  sodium 
in  the  secondary  CQUiin& 

PNC  reacted  immediately 
and  set  up  an  emergency  task 
force  with  Yasutami  Omorj, 
director  of  iniMMELeiaaL 
as  chief,  the  officials  said. 

Workers  draincijQlL  about 
so  tons  of  cfwniim  into  a 
t:mk  to  prevent  any  sgr^d^oL 
the  effects  of  the  accident. 

AccordingTo  PNC’s  investi¬ 
gation.  an  alarm  in  the  cen¬ 
tral  control  room  indicated  a 

[^al^  nf  SQfJiUUL&lIS  hliauis.^' 
iAT  (ire  alarms  nff 

nioing  room. 

Several  workers  wearing 
oxygen  tanks  went  to  check 
the  piping  room  and  found 
_nilps  of  oxidized  ^Ofliun^ 

the  nines  cajiying  the  cool¬ 
ant.  but  wcrCfltolfitoJocalc 

the  !^dqL  (fom  yoerc 

the  leaking.  PNC 

said.  .  , 

Although  it  IS  not  clear 


Reproduction  clarity  limited  by  quality  of  comment  letter  received. 

- -  '  '  fokyo  on  Saturday  to  hand 

out  a  statement  urgently  re 
questing  that  the  Monju  pro¬ 
ject  be  halted. 

Kawase.  maxor 
of  in  the  coastal  pre¬ 

fecture  qL  Fukui^  where  the 
?fln'noo  kw  Monju  is  located. 

■v  isil^  the  plant  Saturday 
morning  to  hear  an  explana¬ 
tion  of  what  had  gone  wrong 
from  officials  in  the  plants 
central  control  room. 

The  Fukui  PrcfecturaJ  Cor 
ernment  later  summoned^ 
davosht  Suda.  PNCs  viceg 

. Ml  nrraJ.~and  isSUCO  3 

nyf-mal  protest  slating.  ’*11 
was  a  grave  accident  that 
questions  the  assurances  oi 
Monju  5  safety.  ” 

Prcfcclural  officials  re 
quested  that  PNC  l^roughb 
investigate  the  incident  anc 
reconsider  its  schedule  foi 
tests  before  the  plant  begin: 
full  scale  operations,  slalec 
for  as  early  as  June. 

The  officials  said  it  loo* 
about  one  hour  for  PNC  to  fih 
the  first  report  on  llic  aca 
dent  with  the  prcfcclural  gov 
ernment.  criticizing  the  cot 
poralion  for  the  delay. 

PNC  representative  cx 
prcs.scd  their  a^logies  to  Ic 
cal  residents. 

A  nearby  resident  who  op 
erates  an  inn  said  he  felt  ur 
easy  knowing  the  plant  ha 
failed  to  inform  resident 
about  the  accident. 

•  I  can  I  :»ay  anUliing  unf 
the  rcsull.s  of  liic  cliot:k.s  ar 
known.”  he  s;iid.  **I  can  t  sta> 
here  if  I  canT  trust  it.'* 
Although  a  sodium  leak  ii 
considered  a  technically  seri 
ous  problem  for  the  fast 
breeder  reactor,  the  corpora 
lion  insisted  Friday  that  there 
had  been  no  radioacliyg  dafl» 
thrtffvironmcttt  as 
rc.sult  of  the  accnliml. 

Moniu  _sUrtc^l  producir 
electricity  in  August  ani 
til  bggin  operating 
full  capacity  nexA  iiuttr 
warqoeraTmg  pcrcenl 

covnaua  oi  ms  t 


MONJU,  Japan's  first  fast-breeder  nuclear  reactor,  is  secri 
Saturday  morning  atter  it  was  shut  down  following  a  leak  of 
liquid  sodium  the  night  before.  »tooo  p^ro 

where  the  leak  occurred  be¬ 
cause  the  piping  is  finYprcjl 
iQ^i^dalion  and  QiUtgijng. 
piping  Jicaf  where  leaked^- 
found  to  have  so|i^* 
was  rcgairc^n  th 
officials  said* 

The  might  havexttO- 
iscduic  overall  cvj:il- 
thcptp- 


ihc  weakest  point  in  fast- 
breeder  reactors,  and  it  ap¬ 
pears  likely  that  there  will  be 
more  calls  questioning  the 

afcjxnf  Mnniii  -iA 

JTnzahuro  TakaeJ^epre- 
'  izct's  Nu- 


5 mauve  OI  me  LiliJ 
lnfQrma>lon~~ 


oromiscL  -  _ 

ness  inTne  strength  of  them- 
T^and  lead  the  they 
said. 

Antinuclear  activists  said 
Friday’s  accident  proves  the 
theory  that  sodium  leaks  arc 


V.ui  -11  IS  a  fatal  dcIecUnat 
the  reactor  must  use  sodium 
as  its  rnnlanL” 

Abnui  20  rcprcsclUalivcs 
from  Takagi’s  organization 
and  other  citizens'  groups  vis¬ 
ited  PNC’s  headquarters  in 


y  to  indict  former  President  Chun 


Choi  said  prosecutors  were 
investigating  allegations  that 
heads  of  major  corporations 
had  given  Chun  money  during 
his  term  in  office. 

“hoi  won’t  talk 

SEOUL  iReuier*  Former 


South  Korean  ITcsiAmt  Choi 
Kyu  Hah  reruiied  on  .Saturday 
to  answer  a  pro.vnil ion  re¬ 
quest  to  appear  for  question¬ 
ing  over  a  1979  coup  and  later 
massacre  of  civilians  at 
Kwangju,  the  domestic  Yon- 
hap  news  agency  said. 

“As  a  former  prcsi  l.i 


Mr.  C»M>i  feeb  he  should  mH 
have  to  be  summoned.”  U.*c 
Ki  Chang,  Choi’.s  lawyer,  wxs 
quoted  by  Yonhap  ns  .sayimt. 

“He  has  previously  an¬ 
swered  written  questions 
about  -his  mailer  .so  he 
''“?sn‘l  feel  obliged  to  go  to 
63  •  pnscculors’  office.” 


Strike  closes 
train  service 
via  Chunnel 

I'Altl.s  'Kcuirfi  A  strike  b 
French  rail  workers  close 
iluwn  all  Kuriwtar  high  spec 
trains  through  the  Chann* 
Tunnel  between  Pans.  Loi 

Hun  .ni”l  -r  c  ,r.  ^  . 
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criminal  charges  sought 
against  PNC,  officials 


RtlCHIRO  CHIKAOKAt  diftctor  of  Uto  Scloneo  ind  T«cltnoiogy  Agoney*  t 

•t  nil  agoney  WadnMday  to  wwognco  mat  poliea  hava  bMn  aakad  to  act  _ 

Raactor  and  NucIm/  Fuol  Davfcpmont  Corp.  ovor  faiaa  raporto  about  accldoiRa  at  tho 
nuciaar  facilttJaa  and  aitampu  to  covar  up  tha  falaiflad  infomiatlon. 


I  The  Science  and  Tech- 
I  no  logy  Agency  filed  a 
I  complaint  Wednesday 
Oi^ainst  the  Power  Reac* 
.  tor  and  Nuclear  Fuel  De- 
’  velopment  Corp.  (PNC> 
and  three  oi  its  officials, 
j  urging  police  to  investi¬ 
gate  the  falsification  of  a 
I  report  in  connection  with 
the  country’s  worst-ever 
nuclear  accident,  agency 
officials  said. 

(t  IS  the  first  time  for  the 
agency  to  lodge  an  accusation 
jnder  u  law  that  makes  it  an 
otfense  to  falsify  reports  on 
nuclear  plant  accidents. 

If  convicted,  the  PNC  offi¬ 
cials  could  face  lines  of  up  to 
•  y:ooooo. 

'  I  am  sorry  that  the  acci¬ 
dent  caused  concern  and  anx¬ 
iety  among  the  general  pub¬ 
lic.  and  It  s  regrettable  to  ar* 

'  nve  at  a  situation  such  as 
;  this.’’  agency  chief  Riichiro 
!  Chikaoka  said  at  a  news  con- 
i  lerencc  prior  to  filing  the 
complaint  with  Ibaraki  Pre- 
feciural  Police. 

!  The  accident  occurred  last 
month  at  the  nation's  only  re¬ 
processing  plant  for  spent  nu¬ 
clear  fuel.  It  IS  located  at  To- 
kai.  Ibaraki  Prefecture. 

'This  is  an  issue  related  to 
'  Japan's  nuclear  and  energy 
policies  as  a  whole,  so  I  be- 
.  lieve  that  we  must  uncover 
:  and  convey  the  real  facts  of 
'  the  matter  to  the  general  pub¬ 
lic  first. '  he  said,  adding  that 
I  ’we  have  taken  a  resolute  at- 
I  (itude.  w  hich  is  what  the  gov- 
i  ernmeni  agency  with  juris- 
I  diction  must  do  with  regard  to 
j  the  case.  ■ 

!  PNC  President  Toshiyuki 
'  Kuniio  again  apologized  for 
the  falsified  accident  report 
I  and  pledged  to  cooperate  with 
Ibaraki  police  in  their  investi¬ 
gation. 

Chikaoka  s  announcement 


Ft  Kt  I  KvoOo*  Eleven  work- 
^  ers  at  the  Pugen  prototype  ad¬ 
vanced  nuclear  reactor  in 
Tsuruga,  Fukui  Prefecture, 
were  exposed  to  small 
amounts  of  radiation  when  it 
developed  a  tritium  leakage 
Monday,  officials  said 
Wednesday. 

The  Fukui  prefecturmi  labor 
standards  bureau  and  the 
Tsuniga  labor  standards  in- 
spKtion  office  said  they  re¬ 
ceived  reports  on  the  minor 


came  one  day  after  agency  of¬ 
ficials  wrapped  up  a  two^ay 
inspection  of  the  Tokai  nucle¬ 
ar  fuel  reprocessing  plant  in 
connection  with  the  alleged 
falsification  of  a  report  on  a 
fire  there  on  .March  ii.  The 
fire  was  followed  later  in  the 
day  by  an  explosion. 

About  20  plant  workers  and 
managers  were  questioned 
about  the  false  report  on  the 
accident  which  left  37  work¬ 
ers  exposed  to  radiation.  Fif¬ 
teen  PNC  officials,  including 
five  employees  of  a  PNC  sub¬ 
contractor.  were  aware  of  the 
false  report,  according  to  the 
PNC. 

The  Tokai  case  was  fol¬ 
lowed  Tuesday  by  revelations 
of  another  scandal,  with  the 
PNC  this  time  failing  to 


radiation  exposures  Tuesday 
evening  from  the  operator  of 
the  reactor,  the  sute-rua 
Power  Reactor  and  Nudear 
Fuel  Development  Corp. 
(PNC). 

The  reports  said  the 
amouit  of  radiation  the  work¬ 
ers  were  exposed  to  was  with¬ 
in  permissible  limits. 

On  Wednesday.  Science  and 
Technology  Agency  sources 
said  Fugcfl  may  have  to  be 


promptly  report  a  radioactive 
leak  that  occurred  at  the  Fu- 
gen  advanced  thermal  con¬ 
verter  reactor  in  Tsuruga. 
Fukui  Prefecture. 

The  Fugen  case  is  the  third 
accident  involving  a  PNC  fa¬ 
cility  in  less  than  18  months, 
adding  fuel  to  the  debate  over 
how  to  reform  P.NC. 

Prime  Minister  Ryutaro 
Hashimoto  reiterated  support 
for  reforming  the  PNC 
“The  nature  of  the  problem 
at  the  PNC  must  be  scruti- 
mzed  thoroughly  regardless 
of  the  question  of  whether  it 
should  be  pnvaiized.  ‘  Hashi- 
moto  told  reporters. 

Chief  Cabinet  Secreury  Se- 
iroku  Kajiyama  expressed  re¬ 
gret  that  the  Fugen  report 
was  delayed  and  joined  Ha- 


decommissioned  following 
last  month's  fire  and  explo- 
sion  at  Tokai.  Ibaraki  Prefec- 
which  led  to  the  shut- 
<*pwtt  of  a  spent  oueJear  fuel 
reproceaaing  plant. 

The  Fugen  plant  has  no  fur¬ 
ther  capacity  to  store  spent 
nuclear  fud  and  an  tndefimU 
halt  of  operations  is  ioevita- 
ble.  The  Sdenct  and  Technol- 
nfy  Agency  has  already  is¬ 
sued  an  order  for  the  facility 

rmmm  m  rm  i 


shimoto  in  stressing  thr  i 
to  review  the  PNC 

“I  feel  the  deepest  rw 
The  charactenstia  and  • 
nization  of  the  PNC,  whk 
peatedly  acts  in  this  (a; 
must  be  reviewed  with 
mg  off  limits,  and  with 
Ingness  to  dissolve  the  1 
that's  what's  needed  to 
a  fresh  sUrt."  Kajtyar 
a  news  conference. 

The  power  industix  ^ 
cerned  that  the  natw 
clear  power  program 
suffer  a  setback  foUaw* 
legal  action  taken  agai 
PNC. 

Kazunao  Tomoo,  vie 
dent  of  the  Federa 
Electric  Power  Cor 
commented  Wedacs 
it  is  regrettable  that 
has  been  beset  by  i 
accidents  and  thsi  i 
make  appropriait : 

An  industry  sour 
that,  unlike  proto 
tors,  reactors  use 
companies  aiw  sa 
souroi  eooeededtt 
ddents  will  have 
effect  on  Japai 
power  program. 

The  soicwe  ad 
PNCs  operatioi 
traasferrad  to  r 
at  a  doM  when 
in  lioctridty  od 


11  exposed  to  radiation  in  Fugen  leak 
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xokyo  halts 
high-level 
dialt^e 
with  Iran 


[  Japan  will  suspend  high* 
•  level  dialogue  with  Iran  for 
I  the  time  taing"  but  has  no 
>  immediate  plan  to  recall  its 
,  .imbassador  to  Tehran,  For 
I  cign  Minister  Yukihiko  Ikeda 
said  Tuesday. 

Ikeda  said  the  decision  is  in 
I  response  to  a  German  court 
ruling  last  week  that  Lop  Ira¬ 
nian  leaders  were  behind  the 
1992  murder  of  four  Kurdish 
dissidents  in  Berlin. 

Iran  has  repeatedly  denied 
,  any  role  to  the  killings.  bUm- 
(  ing  them  oo  infighting  be^ 
tween  opposition  groups. 
Ikeda  made  the  remarks  at 
i  a  regular  morning  news  con- 
I  fcrence  after  the  day  s  Cabi- 
I  net  meeting, 

I  Tokyo  holds  annual  meet- 
:  ings  of  high-level  officials 
with  Tehran,  and  the  next 
1  such  talks  were  scheduled  to 
!  take  place  in  May. 

The  foreign  minister  said 
Japan  will  not  immediately 
follow  moves  by  European 
Union  members,  except 
Greece,  to  recall  their  envoys 
to  Iran  for  consultadooi,  say¬ 
ing  Tokyo  will  keep  its  normal 
dialogue  channels  open  with 
Tehran. 

Later  in  tfnt  day,  Seiichiro 
Noboru.  diMtor  general  of 
the  .MiddlMMtem  and  Afh- 
I  can  Afimn  Bureau,  ex¬ 
plained  Apan's  decision  to 
Iranian ^^bas.*«ador  Manou- 
I  chehr  Mmuki  at  the  Foreign 
I  .Ministry. 

Noboru  told  Mottaki  that 
the  relationship  between  Ja¬ 
pan  and  Iran  is  important  and 
that  Japan  believes  it  is 
wrong  to  isolate  Iran,  Foreign 
Ministry  officials  said. 

Noboru  said  Japan  is  not 
considering  cutting  all  chan¬ 
nels  for  dialogue  but  that  it 
wilt  suspend  high-level  dia¬ 
logue  such  as  vice  mioisteri- 
al-level  talks,  the  officials 
said. 

Mottaki  did  not  respond  di¬ 
rectly  to  Japan’s  decision, 
saying  he  will  relay  the  ded- 
sioo  to  the  Tehran  govern¬ 
ment,  according  to  the  offl- 
dala. 

Mottaki  told  Ikeda  that  the 
German  court's  ruling  is  un- 
acoepuble  because  it  is  politi¬ 
cally  motivated,  the  officials 
safcL 

The  German  court  ruling 
baa  led  to  swift  reaction  from 
the  tnternatioiial  oooimunity, 
with  Canada,  Australia  and 
New  Zealand  as  well  u  most 
CU  member  states  cither  re¬ 
calling  or  planning  to  recall 
their  envoys  to  Iran. 

Tokyo  may  come  undtr 
CMTWB  «  M«4 


PNC  slow 
latest  nuclear  leak 

Tritium  escapes  from  Fugen  reactor 


!  FUKLTiKyodoiThePow- 
i  er  Reactor  and  Nuclear 
j  Fuel  Development  Corp. 
I  failed  to  report  to  prefec- 
tural  authorities  on  a 
leakage  of  radioactive 
substances  Monday  at 
the  Fugen  advanced 
;  thermal  converter  reac¬ 
tor  in  Tsuruga.  Fukui 
:  Prefecture,  until  30  hours 
after  the  accident,  it  was 
'  learned  Tuesday. 

;  The  Science  and  Technolo- 
i  gy  .Agency  ordered  the  PNC 
;  to  :thut  down  operauons  at  Fu- 
;  gen.  investigate  the  case  and 
i  thoroughly  review  the  system 
of  information  flow  in  the 
event  of  an  emergency. 
Officials  di  Fugen  said  the 
i  reactor  automatically 
'  stopped  around  10  30  p.m. 
i  Tuesday,  before  the  agency 
.  told  them  to  shut  down.  The 
*  officials  said  they  are  investi¬ 
gating  why  the  reactor  halted 
automatically. 

The  agency,  meanwhile, 
has  decided  to  file  a  com¬ 
plaint  against  several  PNC  of¬ 
ficials  today  over  a  falsified 
report  on  Japan's  worst  nu¬ 
clear  accident  last  month  at 
;  the  nuclear  fuel  reprocessing 
plant  in  Tokai.  Ibaraki  Pre¬ 
fecture.  agency  sources  said. 

The  sources  said  the  agency 
will  file  the  complaint  with  Ib¬ 
araki  Prefectural  Police  over 
the  PNC  offidab'  alleged  vio¬ 
lation  of  the  nuclear  reactor 
regulations  law. 

Science  and  Technology 
Agency  chief  Riichiro  Chikao- 
ka  summoned  PNC  President 
Toshiyuki  Kondo  to  the  agen¬ 
cy  on  Tuesday  and  ordered 
the  institution  to  improve  iU 
crisis  management  system. 

Chikaoka  also  complained 
to  Kondo  about  the  slow  hao- 
dliog  of  the  accident  at  Fu- 
geo. 

The  latest  blunder  at  Fugen 
is  sure  to  pose  more  probiema 
for  the  PNC.  which  is  aJreaiiv 
being  eriticued  for  talsiivinl; 
mformatioo  on  a  fire  and  ex- 
plQSioo  Qo  March  11  at  the  Tb- 
kai  plant,  analysts  said. 

••Our  report  was  delayed 
because  of  our  misjudgment 
1  am  sorry  for  cauung  txnu- 
ble.'*  said  Norite  Takeshita, 
bead  of  the  Fugen  nucleer 
power  statMO,  during  a  news 
conference  Tuesday. 

Prime  Minister  Ryutaro 
Hashimoto  expressed  anger 
at  the  PNC's  latest  flap. 


TOSHIYUKI  KONDO,  pcoeideni  of  the  Power  Reeder  i 
clear  Fuel  Development  Corp.,  leevee  the  Sclenee  Api 
Tuesday  after  reperUng  a  trMum  leak  Monday  at  tht 

nuclear  reactor  In  Tsuruga,  Fukui  Prefecture.  <rooon« 


“Give  me  a  break.  "  he  said. 

According  to  Fukui  Prefec¬ 
tural  Government  officials, 
an  alarm  sounded  at  about 
3  30  a  m.  Monday  when  a 
high  level  of  the  radioactive 
material  tritium  was  detected 
in  a  vent  of  a  facility  at  the 
Fugen  reactor,  which  refines 
heavy  water  used  to  deceler¬ 
ate  the  speed  of  neutrons. 

The  density  of  tritium  also 
increased  within  the  facility, 
they  said. 

The  PNC  .suspended  opera- 
unns  at  the  facility  and  pre¬ 
vented  vemilaiion  aniil  it  con¬ 
firmed  the  density  of  tntium 
had  dedirnd  to  oonnai  levela 
again,  around  9  p.m.  Monday, 
they  said. 

The  PNC  found  that  about 
100  CU.  cm  of  heavy  water  had 
leaked  from  a  pipe  in  the  fa¬ 
cility,  but  the  de^y  head  of 
the  Fugen  reactor  decided  not 
to  report  the  ease  to  the  igflo- 
cy  —  which  oversew  the  os- 
tioo's  nuclear  policy  and 
the  prefectural  government. 


because  the  coocoKr 
tritium  had  decreased 
site  of  the  leakage  ht 
identified. 

However,  the  head  o 
actor,  who  was  on  a  t 
tnp  Monday,  ordered 
poet  on  the  accident  t 
leased  to  the  prefec 
Tuesday. 

The  PNC  finally  i 
report  at  noon,  ahou 
after  the  tritium 
curred,  the  officiali 

Because  the  volv 
leaked  tritium  ta  es 
have  been  one  3  mi 

level  In  normal 
the  offidali  said  fl 
would  cauM  so  h 
environment  arom 
Ity, 

According  to  th 
Fugen  reactor  fa 
commereJai  oper 
1979,  providing  m 
aavcU  asaste* 
electricity  to  th 
utility  companies 
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jars  old  and  obsolete,  the  Tokai  nuclear  plant  is  to  be  decommissioned.  Motoya  Kitamura  reports 


Pulling  the  plug 


ID  \ht  biological  vodd,  Uic  old 
msAm  «ay  for  Um  ocv  becaua* 
Irnoc  croacims  hovt  limited  lift 
spoM.  So  do  ouclcar  power  plaatt. 
Jxat  as  it  vafacred  va  Um  art  of  eoa- 
Btraal  resetors  ia  Japan  3D  yaars  ago. 
tte  Tokai  audear  piaot  ooct  agaia  wiU 
sup  ista  unkaowa  itmiory  aa  it  bw> 
eomaa  tbt  first  reactor  ia  Japaa  la  ba 
decommsuiooed,  or  pcrmaaaoUy  fw> 
m^^od  (fos  oswUa* 

Tbt  plaal.  locaiad  ia  (ba  TiUage  af  T> 
kai.  Ibarmki  Prefectm.  «U1  eaaat  opar* 
adoa  by  April  iDMw  Ua  awitar  fual  wiU 
be  removed,  a  uak  that  will  taka  (mr  ta 
five  yean.  Tbt  reactor  wUI  ibea  ba  d^ 
eoaUauaaied  tad  diaaaacabied;  ail 
vaaia  will  bt  pa^cd  aad  removed. 

Tbe  preeaaa  could  taka  19  la  tS  yean. 
Raactar  decoamiaaioaiag  ia  a  aew 
proeeia  woddwida.  Aceordiag  ta  tbe 
IdiaiOKTT  of  laiffuatioaal  Tnda  aad  1» 
duatry.  out  of  «  ‘‘retirtd”  ttwiaerdai 
reacton  witk  outpuu  largvr  tlua  30.000 
kv.  only  three  ia  tha  Uaiod  Sutca  aad 
one  ia  Germaoiy  have  oompictad  tha  da> 


This  ia  tha  ««h  year  smee  UJ5.  Prsm* 
dot  Dwight  Dk  Cisaahower^s  fsnv 
"AloM  for  Peaoo**  fpeteh  opcood 
dear  erwrcY  to  aoa-cwUury  sectors  ia 
\mx  and  ihelSm  flmnhm  ^  atomir 
pUats  have  avpamad  th^  iiia  ipaae  of 
SO  or  00  yean.  ' 

Tactrolncinny,  a  midear  plan  rna  ^ 
Un  for  maay  yean  if  reactor  parH  Ikat 
have  adTvad  hem  fatigua  aad  eooU^ 
inatioa  are  repaired,  aa  a  study  by 
Mm’s  Kaasei  RaaMOTes  aad  Eaargy 
Agcacy  eoaefudad  la  ApriL 
Bid  oudear  ^ams  have  shortv  ec» 
oDoote  ttvea  thaa  tachaDiog)ocai  com, 
*‘Aay  power  pleat,  be  it  thermal  er 
hydraulic,  haa  a  Ufa  spaa.**  said  Yuiehi 
Uayase,  gcaoel  OMaager  of  the  oude- 
ar  power  departmeat  of  tha  Federaboa 
of  Electne  Power  Compaoiei.  '*11  is  dw 
Lermioed  by  whether  it  a  eeoaomically 
ra&ooal  to  mainUia  a  plaat  or  oet. 

"As  audear  pUats  have  aged,  their 
opersdoo  and  maiatenanct  coats  have 
actually  growa  higher  aad  higher.'* 
Aaticipatifig  the  coming  age  of  oud^ 
ar  plant  decern  rmsaioning.  the  fovtra- 
laeai  and  the  energy  sector  have  stud* 
wd  evoecaa  run  aeoocdiag  to  ladua- 
try  toureea. 

la  the  Uoiind  Sutes.  high  decommia- 
stoning  coat  eaumaiaa  have  added  le 
nsii«  opveu^  and  maiainnaace  coau 
of  audear  plaots.  This  pheaemeeoa 
caused  the  power  iadiatry.  highly  cei^ 
soma  of  preductioa  cmis,  to  shift  away 
from  audear  eaergy- 
TTm  renlt  baa  beca  a  halt  ia  audear 
plant  orden  sioee  ifTl 
A  U  S.  coQgreiaioaal  report  ia  lOB 
seg^mis  that  dccommimioaiag  eosu  la 
the  Uoitcd  Stataa  are  lacreasiog  rapid- 

ly-  •  •  - 

To  cope  with  future  decern  misauwang 
costs.  Japan  ia  IM  made  it  mandatory 
for  audear  power  producen  to  roaerve 
mooey  for  this  purpose. 

The  fovernmeal  has  caUmaied  the 
decommissioning  coats  for  each  reactor 


capadky.  /AJC  mye  the  edimate  tar 
the  Tokai  piaai  la  C0  miSiom 
■ace  the  pedod  tar  tha  Oaaadai  re-  ^ 
awe  *rlTV^T  d  eaially  asare  thaa  a  dm 

cade,  the  sccmiaglyprQhfbitivtdeoom- 


med  coasef  rods  —  aad  the  ag«Bcy*s  mm 
AdviamyCommioat  tar  Caergy  darted  T 
discmalem  m  tta  storage  aaiy  ia  gar 
kfareh.  < 


Not  rreryeae  ia  vermd  aboid  mag- 

coat."  said  Naoto  Sagawa,  chief  eeea» 
mist  at  the  loadtuie  of  Coeror  Cceoem- 
im.  "It  woa’t  OMke  much  impact  oa  the 
ecoeomwa  of  oidiear  power  projecu  as 
a  whole  ** 

Bid  te  *******  decemausaioaiag 
coat  dam  aot  cover  the  dispoaai  of  aooie 

of  the  lew4evei  radioactive  waste,  he- 
earna  the  foveramaat  haa  yet  ta  adopt  a 
method. 

The  Bfnininn  haa  hided  cnticiam. 
**The  catimaied  SEZT  milliea  la  far 
from  enough.’*  said  Baku  Kiahio  of  the 
Oiama'  Nudear  laforoiatioo  Ccotar. 
an  aaii*aHdcar  think  leak.  "Even  deu- 
bliag  the  budget  ta  MM  miUtoo  might 
oat  ba  vgr»*|**  beciuae  tha  cod  for  ra¬ 
dioactive  materials  diipnail  ia  likdy  ta 
be  prohibiuve  beyend  our  imagiM- 
tioo.** 

Aceordiag  ta  Mm*a  Natural  Ra- 
sourcei  and  Caargy  Agtoey.  of  the 
no.OOO  tana  of  waste,  including  the 
struetire.  from  decommisaioaiog  the 
Tokai  piaid.  ».00l  tons  will  be  iow-lcvei 

ridioaeiive  waste,  amd  of  whieh  WiU 
stared  in  a  fadUty  ia  Rokkaaha.  Aomori 

Prefactm  _ _ , 

Hi|h4aval  waste  wiU  not  be  produced, 
the  ageacy  aaye. 

Bui  there  are  t.OOO  tana  of  nudear 
waste  that  is  neilhar  higWevel  nor  low* 


.  ’nSe  have  la  wait  lakil  thr  govm- 
rnam  daddm  Its  wada  dmoael  pdicy 
hr  m.*  a  JAfC  affidal  midL 
SaidHayaae.  "Aa  loag  « tha  pdicy  d 
aot  deddad,  «e  WiU  not  ha  ada  la  ealew' 
lata  thi  agpegaca  earn  fm  decommia- 
audear  pftT*f 

"We  aiae  do  aot  have  the  taehndegi* 
cal  image  of  how  a  daeomnmaioa  a 
carried  eiiL  loforeubao  we  have  ob- 
ao  far  is  uaufficieat.  We  C9m*ct 
tbe  Tokai  pleat  wUl  provide  ua  with 
good  data.” 

rVg  hit  is  not  the  Tint  time  the  Tw 
■  I  *kai  plaat  aad  JAPC  have 
■  nrved  as  gdma  pigs  *  Tokai 
JL  wm  the  Tint  eommmcial  au¬ 
dear  plan  la  Japam 
la  1157.  tha  oudear  community  — 
headed  by  political  and  businma  hanna 
such  aa  Mauuuro  Shonki.  the  first 
head  of  tha  Ataouc  Eaargy  Commtssieo 
and  the  Saenee  and  Technology  Agency 
-  choae  a  Bntiah-dmigDed  reactor. 

Unlike  widdy  taad  Ught  water  reac¬ 
tors,  Um  Tokai  plant  mm  pephita  aa  a 
moderator  aad  carbon  diomde  at  a  cod* 
anL 

"Tha  British  were  ooe  step  ahead  ia 
commercial  oucicar  reactors  at  thM 
bme. '  said  Sagawa  of  the  laaueute  of 
Energy  Economics.  “They  produced 
the  hmt  sad  cheaped  plaatt,’* 

Also  ia  thst  year,  the  goverrunent  de- 
dded  to  fouad  JAPC.  which  would  tauld 
aad  operate  tha  Britiah'demgnad  reac¬ 
tor.  At  the  time  of  iU  adabliaimienc  U 
percent  of  the  company  waa  owned  ^ 
private  uulitim  and  20  percent  by  the 


Today,  the  pnvate  tdilUim  beM  a  ta 

*^T5i*taiaary  of  tha  Toka*  plant  n 
our  company  d  that  of  ov  aaboa'a  1 
dear  aumgy.**  JAPCa  corparaia  po 
phict  mye.  "Prom  nmo  e^  air  me 
— ^  a  lodudy  aad  mnetae  the* 
eommiaaioa  meaiiifea>  Diamantliiu 
audear  power  reactor  ia  a  nfe  tod 
booal  way  ia  mpactnd  m  a  pioom 
work.” 

The  dcstiay  of  the  deeommiaaim 
reactor  soema  secure:  The  govenua 
plam  (A  build  another  plant  at  these 
ute. 

But  bccauM  the  gevarunent  dam 
have  the  prereg auve  in  force  Arm 
build  arw  plaots.  the  future  of  oud 
energy  is  basically  dependeat  ea 
will  of  the  pnvau  amiar. 

So  far.  the  oalioa’a  private  aw 
scema  willing  to  continue  its  com 
ment  to  oudear  energy. 

"U  the  prm  of  ether  cnorcr  sow 
sUy  rclauvely  cheap,  nuclear  tm 
might  prove  too  eapenaive  ia  the 
ture,"  Sagawa  said.  ”But  it  ia  poa 
that  the  pnee  of  other  energy  imi 
could  eltmh.”  suking  oudear  en 
economical.  _ 

Added  a  JAPC  tpokmmaa,  **000 
utiliUcs  art  supposed  to  contioue  buy 
the  dectneiiy  that  our  future 
planU  produce.” 

But  asked  hew  audear  power  ad 
calm  could  confront  growing  anli-eai 
ar  sentimml  ia  Japan.  bigtUightad 
tha  AuguM  piehiaata  ia  Maki.  Ntig 
Prefecture.  Hayaae  said,  ”We  warn 
new  the  iasut  of  energy  through  a 
(Mowide  perspedive.  Energy  lam*' 
over  Jap^ 

•Out  j  -•tillv  Af»n'»  H.ivv  »he 


SUOSCOUtN! 
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Volume  7  CVN  Homeporting  EIS — NASNI  response  to  Comments 


Comment 

Number  _ Response 


Dr.  E.  Seigel 

1.63.1  As  is  stated  in  section  7.1.3  of  the  EIS,  all  features  of  Naval  reactor  design, 
operation,  construction,  maintenance,  and  personnel  selection,  training,  and 
qualification  have  been  oriented  toward  minimizing  enviromnental  effects  and 
ensuring  the  health  and  safety  of  workers,  ships'  crew,  and  the  general  public. 
Conservative  reactor  safety  design  has,  from  the  beginning,  been  a  hallmark  of 
the  NNPP.  Selection  and  use  of  the  appropriate  materials  and  components  is 
inherent  in  the  design  of  Naval  reactors.  Evidence  of  the  success  of  the  NNPP 
lies  in  its  safety  record:  there  has  never  been  a  reactor  accident,  or  release  of 
radioactivity  having  a  significant  effect  on  the  environment,  in  the  50-year 
history  of  the  Program.  It  is  important  to  note  that  although  some  of  the 
materials  mentioned  in  the  comment  are  used  by  the  NNPP,  the  NNPP  has  not 
experienced  the  problems  the  commentor  cites.  This  is  due  to  different  design 
and  operation  of  Naval  Reactors  compared  with  commercial  reactors. 

1.63.2  Please  see  response  to  comment  1.63.1  above. 

1.63.3  Your  comments  are  noted  and  are  included  in  the  Final  EIS. 

1.63.4  Your  comments  are  noted  and  are  included  in  the  Final  EIS. 

1.63.5  The  public  hearing  dates  were  to  accommodate  the  extended  public  review 
period,  and  thus  avoided  the  Jewish  Holiday  of  Yom  Kippur.  There  was  no 
intent  upon  the  part  of  the  Navy  to  offend  those  of  the  Jewish  faith.  Your 
comments  are  noted  and  are  included  in  the  Final  EIS. 

1.63.6  Your  comments  are  noted  cind  are  included  in  the  Final  EIS. 

1.63.7  Our  publicly-elected  U.S.  Congress  and  President  of  the  United  States  make 
programmatic  decisions  regarding  Naval  ships  (e.g.  application  of  nuclear 
power),  and  thus  comments  regarding  these  decisions  are  beyond  the  scope  of 
this  EIS.  The  results  of  all  the  analyses  of  both  normal  operations  and 
hypothetical  accidents  indicate  that  there  would  be  no  significant  radiological 
impacts  from  homeporting  and  maintaining  NIMITZ-class  aircraft  carriers  or 
operating  NIMITZ-class  aircraft  carrier  maintenance  facilities. 

1.63.8  Please  see  response  to  comment  1.63.1,  and  response  H.1.1-5  for  responses  to 
Congressman  Filner's  testimony. 
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Comment 

Number  _  Response _ . 


Grant  Kimball 

1.64.1  Please  see  responses  to  comments  0.12.83  and  0.12.33.  Also,  with  regard  to  the 
SL-1  reactor,  the  Navy  had  no  involvement,  technical  or  otherwise,  in  that 
project.  The  reactor  was  not  designed  for  combat,  and  was  not  designed  to  Navy 
standards  for  shipboard  operation:  it  is  not  possible  to  remove  control  rods 
manually  from  an  operating  U.S.  Naval  reactor  as  happened  at  SL-1.  In  addition, 
none  of  the  three  personnel  killed  in  the  SL-1  accident,  which  occurred  in  1961, 
was  involved  with  the  Naval  Nuclear  Propulsion  Program.  One  Navy  enlisted 
person,  from  the  Navy's  civil  engineering  community,  was  among  the  fatalities, 
but  that  person  was  neither  trained  by  nor  had  any  connection  to  the  Naval 
Nuclear  Propulsion  Program.  Thus,  that  accident  does  not  reflect  on  Naval 
Nuclear  Propulsion  Program  safety. 

1.64.2  The  10  curie  limit  applies  to  Cobalt  60  as  Mr.  Guida  discussed  in  the  28  May  97 
meeting  on  the  Mixed  Waste  Storage  Facility  RCRA  Permit  Meeting.  Mr.  Guida 
used  Cobalt  60  as  an  example  because  it  is  the  primary  radionuclide  of  concern 
for  NNPP  operations.  The  exact  quote  from  the  transcription  of  Mr.  Guida 
testimony  on  this  issue  is: 

"Under  EPA  regulations  that  pertain  to  releases  of  hazardous  materials  to  the 
environment,  that  is  imder  what's  caUed  their  Super  Frmd  (sic)  Regulations.  In 
the  Comprehensive  Environmental  Response,  Compensation  and  Liability  Act, 
the  EPA  has  set  certain  standards  where  if  you  release  more  than  a  certain 
amoimt  of  a  hazardous  material,  you  have  to  report  to  the  EPA  that  you've  had 
this  incident,  an  accident.  And  they've  got  certain  levels  for  oil  spills,  for 
ethylene  glycol,  which  is  an  antifreeze.  They  have  levels  for  thousands  and 
thousands  of  substances. 

One  particular  substance  they've  got  a  level  for  is  Cobalt-60,  which  is  the 
principle  radioactive  radionuclide  that  we're  talking  about.  For  Cobalt-60,  the 
release  tiireshold  is  10  curies.  That  means  if  you  released  more  than  10  curies  of 
Cobalt-60,  you  would  have  to  report  that  to  the  Environmental  Protection 
Agency." 

As  stated  by  the  commentor,  the  reportable  quantity  for  iodine-131  is  0.01  curie. 
The  soiurce  terms  for  the  radiological  accident  analyses  in  Appendix  F  list  the 
radionuclides  that  result  in  at  least  99  percent  of  the  possible  exposure.  Iodine- 
131  is  not  on  this  list  since  it  is  not  present  in  sufficient  quantities  to  contribute 
substantially  to  radiation  exposiure  from  an  accident.  The  Navy  has  determined 
that  the  radiological  risks  from  the  proposed  action  would  not  be  significant. 

Please  also  see  response  to  comment  0.12.81. 
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1.64.3  Please  see  response  to  comment  1.56.5. 
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Anonymous 

1.65.1  Your  comments  are  noted  and  are  included  in  the  Final  EIS. 
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ROBSRT  k  EEXX7  ALSXANPER 
PO  BOX  2166 

LA  JOLLA  CA  92038-2166 

619  456  5217-FAX  PAX  FAX  Pax 


Mr  I  Richard  Danzig 
Secretary  .Ql.  the.  Najty 

Dear  Mr .  Danzig.  . _ 

We  are  writing  to  you  to  express  our  deep  auger,  Xear,  and 
sadness  that  San  Diego  has  beeome/wlll  becoine  a  Wavy  Nuclear 
Megaport* 

This  puts  both  naval  personnel  and  civilians  at  risk. 


Please,  please,  please,  for  God's  and  all  our  sakes,  please 
with  all  of  your  power  and  night  and  influence  of  your 
good  office,  with  all  of  your  heart  and  soul,  please 
oppose  this,  please. 

In  this  country  of  ours,  with  its  governenent  of  elected 
representatives,  elected  by  the  people  to  carry  out  the  wishes 
and  needs  of  the  citizens,  you  are  tae  person  we  tum  to  in 
tine  of  trouble,  of  crisis.  This  is  certainly  a  crisis. 

We  turn  to  you.  help  I  Please  atop  San  Diego  from  becoming 
a  Navy  Nuclear  Megaport. 

IT  IS  A  CATASTROPHE  IK  TEE  MAKING! 


Thank  you. 

Sincerely, 

Mr.  and  Mrs.  Robert  and  Kelly  Alexander 
PO  Box  2166 

La  Jolla  CA  82038-2166 


P.S.  Please  make  good  on  your 

promise  to  "put  people  first" 
and  come  to  bear  from  the 
people  directly,  seriously 
considering  their  concerns. 

Please  oppose  this  homeporting 
plan ! ! ! ! 
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Robert  and  Kelly  Alexander 

1.66.1  Your  comments  are  noted  and  are  included  in  the  Final  EIS. 
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Nancy  T«** 


V619-445-10S9 


(99:ieAM  Q1/1 


Dr.  D«rr«i  Crain 

450  Suinmerhill  Court 
Alpine,  California  91901 
Telephone  (619)  659-0176 
Fax  (619)  445-1059 

EmailJ  dcraindc0connectnet.coro 


October  29,  1998 

Mr.  Richard  Danzig,  Secretary  of  the  Navy 
Fax  (703)  614-3477 
TfLephoni  (703)  695-3131 


"■  caie  piotssBlonia  in  onx  tnir  <=il„  1  S’"-  '« 

cai.£uuy tor  onr  l=,.ly  tow.  and  th.  c=n«,u.nca,  to 

our  hard-worJcing  people.  nroM-od  stationing  of  nuclear- 

d,  not  oind 

T,  «rp^itnco“rt»=U«*o^St'^«*  seiioo.  risk,  to  ia.bli=  With 

afThfresilt  -onld  bo  nor.  radloaoti..  and  tonlo  want.  t«.alU«0  on 

public  roads  .hicb  “*  “"f j;i„;cUtan  San  Diaso,  an 
3)  The  location  is  rxgh  j  ^  of  handlinc  of  nuclear  materials  and  the 
unsuitable  location  for  dM  a  know,  accidents  do  happen. 

^“’“ryor^J  ulww  T«rrrlJoi  wco^rwnt 

AS  yuu  ^ar-v-iarc  Are  much  more  costly  than 

conientionlily-^wered  carriers,  and  yet  they  offer  few  advantages  over 
eonyentien^ones.  „.tion^^^^^^^  - 

a  safer  future  for  our  chil  raactors  for  notive  power, 

scrapping  "  you*Itke  your  final  decisions,  please  coae  to 

San  Diego'^rsrntur-**  ^Lr  how  the  people  of  San  Diego  feel  about 
nuclea^-^«red  careers  in  the  San  Diego  Say, 


1.67.1 


1.67.2 


1.67.3 


In  Health, 

Dr.  Darrel  Crain 
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Darrel  Crain 

1.67.1  Please  see  responses  to  comments  0.12.49,  and  0.12.132,  and  1.4.1. 

1.67.2  Please  see  response  to  comment  0.12.55  and  1.63.7. 

1.67.3  Your  comments  are  noted  and  are  included  in  the  Final  EIS. 
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October  30,  1998 

Secretary  of  the  Nivy, 

Mr.  Richard  Danzig 
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Nancy  Hartland 

1.68.1  Two  public  hearings  on  the  Draft  EIS  have  been  held  in  the  San  Diego  region 

and  public  testimony  received,  as  required  imder  NEPA.  The  Navy  does  not 
currently  have  plans  to  have  a  follow-on  community  workshop  for  an  informal 
dialogue.  Concerns  generated  during  the  public  review  of  the  EIS  will  be 
considered  by  Navy  personnel  responsible  for  making  decisions  regarding  the 
proposed  action.  Navy  representatives  at  the  EIS  public  hearings  are  directly 
involved  with  this  decision-making  process,  and  provide  recommendations  to 
the  Secretary  of  the  Navy  regarding  the  preferred  alternative  to  be  implemented. 

Furthermore,  the  Navy  ensures  that  the  EIS  decisionmaker  has  a  complete  copy 
of  the  public  hearing  transcripts.  The  Navy  beUeves  that  the  objective  sought  by 
the  comment  is  met  by  the  fact  that  the  transcript  of  the  public  hearing  is 
prepared  and  reviewed  as  part  of  the  NEPA  process  leading  up  to  the  Record  of 
Decision. 

Please  also  see  response  to  comments  0.12.57, 1.63.7, 1.4.1, 0.12.55,  and  0.12.49. 


1.68 


id*iNOV”^g  r(giii“viimf  u-r-t 


October  29,  1998 

To.  Secretary  of  the  Navy,  Mr.  Richard  Danzig 


Deeu"  Mr.  Danzig: 

I  am  wrtting  »  vole  m,  'S^Xow 

earners  in  San  Diego.  a,-,- ,«  Hanger  in  nuclear  lectmology-  You  do 

the  facts-,  people  liKe  you  do  n«  »h'nK 

and  greatgrandchildren.  You  tninK 

mat  the  advantages  far  outweigh  the  risks. 

The  military  mind  thinks  that  «  s  okay  It  some  people  get  iniured  or  killed,  as 
long  as  it’s  not  too  many. 

I  want  you  to  understand  that  under  no  circumstan;^  ^ 

ur^nt  rheir  fy>aiiTifiil  niTVtp  ^mme  8  niinlftar  dump  for  the-Navy. 

Ynn  ^akinn  nrir  hiv  n  Tarqftt  for  all  Kinds  nf  enemy  anacits. 

And  you  are  endangering 


1.69.1 


Thank  you  very  much. 


Sincerely, 


Stephanie  Mood 
4538  Long  Branch  Ave. 
San  Diego.  CA  92107 
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Comment 

Number _  Response _ 

Stephanie  Mood 

1.69.1  Your  comments  are  noted  and  are  included  in  the  Final  EIS. 


1.69 


-Nov-98  09:41  ^rom-OPNAV  N44 


I  -  ^9  f  •  1  I.  f  ■'  >^0  4 


-  - -  Reproduction  clarity  limited  by  quality  of  comment  letter  received. 

Jl/h:  l^ick^d 

Cf  rv.«o>«i 


October  29. 1998 


To;  Sectdiiy  of  the  Navy.  Mr.  RichanlDamg 


DevMr.  Duizig. 

and  safety  of  Sw  Dk®o's  dnawy  IS 

caniets  then  I  vwu^ 

San  Diew  is  iwoonaBylcaownfer  Its  beauty.  Its  people, 
itsfit^in^b^®^^"  I  believe  you  vwUi««dy  see  a  drop  m 

that  S«  Dieeo  can  currently 

in  proximity  to  a  nuclear  poit  and  tepait  fedlity- 

l  don^o^ibcnulharyandlteK^v^ 

inaiiidealvKXW. 

miKtaiy  «»d  this  oou^;*  «ni« 

^^^"^.^Si^”ooc:.“BrS^^^^fer*^<*»ni»dearcainmco6t$lbOUoow  ^ 

momurgmnneods 

thss  ihc  Biilitwy  \im$> 

ThBik  you  fm  yototitoe  and  aiwnkD  to  tfcb  k«er. 

Sincereiy, 

RkiaidMafaD 


1.70 


Volume  7  CVN  Homeporting  EIS  —  NASNI  Response  to  Comments 

Comment 

Number  Response 

Richard  Moran 

1.70.1  Your  comments  are  noted  and  are  included  in  the  Final  EIS. 

1.70.2  Please  see  resporise  to  comment  0.12.49, 0.12.55, 1.4.1,  and  1.63.7. 


1.70 


ld"Nov*“di  ijd;4.u  rfuirruiTiAf  fi4 . 


NaneyT*«4 


«61»-445'10$9 


WiUMSAM  13  W1 


Nancy  Teas 
450  Summerhill  Court 
Alpine,  California  91901 
Te^phone  (619)  659-0176 
Fax  (619)  445-1059 

Email:  nancytJ@connectnet.com 


October  29, 1998 


Mr.  Richarxl  Danzig,  Secretary  of  the  Navy 
Fax  (703)  614-3477 
Telephone  (703)  695-3131 


Mr.  Danzig, 

This  letter  is  in  response  to  the  proposed  siaiioningof  nud^-^ered 
in  SmDiego.  Please  do  not  stati®  these  cama-hete, 

» SabsftsMsxsssiSK' 

As  TOU  are  undoubtedly  aware,  a  report  from  the  Gown^t  punting 
SS^1^po»^^aS^<^ff^wad4ntagesover 
conventional  ones. 

Please  get  rid  of  the  ®tmodrf  and  wasteflil  nudeer  reactore  formotire  power 

and  keep  them  out  of  San  Diego. 


1.71.1 


1.71.2 


Sincerely, 
Nancy  Teas 
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Comment 

Number  Response 

Nancy  Teas 

1.71.1  Your  comments  are  noted  and  are  included  in  the  Final  EIS. 

1.71.2  Please  see  response  to  comment  0.12.49, 0.12.55, 1.4.1,  and  1.63.7. 


1.71 


19-Nov-98  j9:42 


From-OHNAV  N44 


( UOOU4UUJU 


i-uoo 


r  1 I  : 


urgsnt _ 

facsimile 

7-0  SEC.OF  NAVY,  MR.  RICHARD  DANZIG 

Cktmpany: 

Fax  Number:  +1  (703)614-3477 

Business  Phone: 

From: 

Fax  Number  +1  (61 9)  692-1 642 

Business  Phone: 

Home  Phone: 


Pages: 

Date/Time' 

Subject 


1 

10/30/98  2:36:34  PM 

NUCLEAR  MEGAPORT  IN  SM'J  DIEGO,  CA 


very  LITTLE  MEDIA  AND  NOTICE  GIVEN  TO  THE  SAN  DIEGO  PUBLIC 
I  SUPPORT  MY  CONGRESSMAN  IN  HIS  REQUEST  FOR  MORE  PUBUC  INPUT.. 


1.72. 


MR.  IRVING  B.  HOSENPUD 
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Irv  Hosenpud 

1.72.1  Your  comments  are  noted  and  are  included  in  the  Final  EIS. 


1.72 


id"no/“3o  J3.‘*i 


r  i  ;jiir  vT  in » 


ta(iyt;/w 


wj.iui  m  uiM 


1030  Calaveras  Dr. 
San  Diego,  C A  92107 


Secretary  of  the  Navy 
Mr.  Richard  Danzig 


Dear  sir: 


1  oppose  homeporting  of  nuclear  carriers  in  the  San 
Diego  in  the  strongest  possible  wayl 

San  Diego  is  the  6th  largest  city  in  the JJnit^  States. 
The  population  density  alone  should  prohibit  a  Nude^ 
Megaport  in  San  Diego!  There  are  seismic  considerations 

that  also  make  this  move  unwise. 


L73.1 


San  Diego  doesn’t  need  or  want  nuclear  risk!  Please 
listen  to  the  people  of  San  Diego  and  put  the  nukes 
somewhere  else  (or  go  conventional  power). 


Sincerely, 


Jayne  Cassedy 
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Comment 
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Jayne  Cassedy 

1.73.1  Your  comments  are  noted  and  are  included  in  the  Final  EIS. 


1.73 


ii-)iQv-98  33;41 


prom-OPNAv  N44 


V(&19)2S247S1 


UJIIU^JU 


1030  Calaveras  Dr. 

San  Diego,  CA  92107 

Secretary  of  the  Navy 
Mr.  Richard  Danzig 

Dear  Mr.  Danzig: 

I  oppose  homeporting  of  nuclear  carriers  in  the  - 
San  Diego  in  the  strongest  possibie  way'. 

San  Diego  doesn’t  need  or  want  nuclear  riskl 
Please  listen  to  the  people  of  San  Diego  and  put  the 
nukes  somewhere  else  (or  go  conventional  power). 

Very  truly, 

Paul  Cassedy 

P.S.  Why  didn’t  you  come  to  the  public  hearings  in 
San  Diego? 
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Number  Response 


Paul  Cassedy 

1.74.1  Your  comments  are  noted  and  are  included  in  the  Final  EIS. 


1.74 


19-NQV-98  09:42 


iTOfn-urnAv  ri44 


h9J9  l  \Jt  I 


Mitch  C.  Wallis 
10360  Glenellen  Way 
San  Diego,  C  A  92126 


via  fax:  (703)614-3477 

October  29,  1998 
Secretary  of  the  Navy, 

Mr.  Richard  Danzig 

re-  Proposed  Nuclear  Ships/San  Diego  Bay 


earners 


PLEASE  CANCEL  the  nuclear  earners  and  use  the  savings  for  more  pressing  needs. 


L75.1 


DEAR  SECRETARY  D.ANZIG: 

I  am  writing  to  protest  the  proposed  insallation  of  three  nuclear-powered  aircraft 
in  San  Diego  Bay. 

I  vehemently  oppose  the  plan  to  mm  San  Diego  into  a  Nuclear  Megapon  and  Nuclear 
Dump. 

note  esoeciaUv  that  the  U.S.  General  Accounting  Office  reports  that  no  strategic  1 1.75.2 
Advantage  of  nuclear  carriers  over  conventional  carriers  will  result  AND  nuclear  earners 
cost  8  billion  dollars  more! 


1.75.3 


Thank  you. 
Yours  truly. 


Mitch  C.  Wallis 
MCw/me 
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Comment 

Number _ _ Response _ 

Mitch  Wallis 

1.75.1  Your  comments  are  noted  and  are  included  in  the  Final  EIS. 

1.75.2  Please  see  response  to  comment  0.12.49, 0.12.55, 1.4.1,  and  1.63.7. 

1.75.3  Your  comments  are  noted  and  are  included  in  the  Final  EIS. 


DEVELOPING  HOME  PORT  FACiUTIES  FORI 
THREE  NIMlTZ-GLASSAIRGI^Ft  CARRIERS 
IN  SUPPORT  OF  THE  U.S.  PACIFIC  FLEET 

DRAFT  ENVIRONMENTAL  IMPACT  STATEMENT 


Name: _ 

Aadress: 


DRAFT  EIS  COMMENTS 

L  _ 

J>  ^  (Lj0lU)r^A^>0 


92./ iS^ 


COMMENTS: 


JT  A'r£jM>sLti,  ^TUc-  Mnpritdd,  Ar  Ta^  OiccA^B- 

O/J  CXiT^  :Z'7  .  JT  hdEj^r  uJtTM  A  ^£j^€Mll'/  PAJo/iasc^  . 
F‘£.e.n/dd>  A^uf  'TUe.  Pla^J  “Ta  /ioMe.iPo/U'  dU/yis  AT^ 

Alo/irU  iSuhf^t>  . _ _ _ 

-f4o(jC>£j^SJt^  ^  "31  LeF'T  tOiTi4  "Thc^  ~TZ/oac,aTr  ^TUat  TUe.  aUq)/ 


IS  /ytaci/  Lc^s  ti4T£/te.sre.^  /a/  TUe.  gox/^-seAis  'Tt4^  Oingexrs 

da/toj^Ann  A/>e/3D/>/zjATG. .  ‘TtiE.  ToOo  /^^ue.&'TliA-r 

/^<,r  A/i£.  i  Co  A  ti>e-  P/iny/ibi^i/L 

^/>^eJU'^£jdC^  lOAiZAii*J<^  -To  ~TU^  ^oPULATio^  OP _ C/?fiQfiA  >0..  /Ai 

^7^  e.USjd-r  OP  A  ^(inie/uz^  A(l(Lit>£^T'  Af>i>  /^iTt&AT/o^ 

Ov^  ~77^_  -rkA^pic^  Gti  Ct'r^  -^Tfeeg Tb 

dg.  o/g  -rUe.Ae.  ^*he£, . _ _ _ 

"T^AgJg.  (bo^cjeji^s.  /iECd>  'TS  gfe  AbX>/iej6‘S.^  uQiru 
Artj^T^  ,^ej^s,r,u,r^  -77}a^  Mas  ycr  3c£a/  £iJii>e^TZ.. — 

/T"  "TTVfgL  aoA.  AjAO/''  yh  r-^  rU£L  i^^ATie /\ 


Note:  This  form  is  supplied  for  your  convenience.  You  are  not  required  to  use  this  form. 
Comments  of  any  length  may  be  submitted  to  the  address  on  the  reverse  side  of  this  form.  Your 
comments  should  be  postmarked  on  or  before  November  12, 1998. 


1.76.1 
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Comment 

Number  Response 


Ken  Kj  oiler 

1.76.1  For  the  portion  of  the  comment  addressing  an  emergency  warning  system  in  the 

event  of  a  nuclear  accident,  please  see  response  to  comment  L.4.36. 

The  additional  traffic  that  would  be  generated  by  the  proposed  action  would 
increase  the  traffic  voliunes  on  the  Coronado  streets.  The  existing  conditions 
reflecting  traffic  on  the  Coronado  transportation  network  were  derived  from 
traffic  coimts  taken  when  two  carriers  were  in  port,  during  the  summer  when 
the  greatest  amoimt  of  vehicles  would  be  present,  associated  with  tourist  activity 
(August  1996).  The  traffic  impact  analysis  is  based  on  iacremental  changes  in 
site-generated  traffic  when  the  proposed  CVNs  are  in  port.  The  impact  analysis 
of  two  additional  CVNs  in  section  3.9.1. 2.3  evaluates  conditions  that  would 
occur  96  percent  of  the  time  when  two  or  fewer  carriers  would  be  in  port  at  the 
same  time.  The  impact  created  by  this  condition,  27  vehicle  trips  during  the 
peak  hour,  would  be  less  than  significant.  Also,  intermittent,  short-term  impacts 
resulting  on  the  13  days  (4  percent  of  the  time)  when  all  three  carriers  would  be 
in  port  simultaneously  are  evaluated.  Though  substantial,  the  impacts  on 
intersections  and  roadways  during  these  days  would  be  short-term  and  less  than 
significant.  Please  see  response  to  comment  L.4.16  for  detail  on  how  the 
transportation  analysis  has  been  revised. 

Although  specific  traffic-related  mitigation  measures  are  not  needed  of  the 
proposed  action,  the  Navy  does  have  an  ongoing  series  of  strategies  designed  to 
reduce  the  level  of  traffic  generated  by  NASNI,  such  as  a  ferry  system, 
carpool/vanpool  programs,  installation  of  bicycle  racks,  a  guaranteed  ride  home 
program  (for  rideshare  users  with  a  mid-day  emergency),  and  an  educational 
program  to  promote  these  strategies.  In  addition,  the  Navy  is  considering  a 
redesign  of  the  Main  Gate  so  that  the  entrance  would  align  with  Third  Street  and 
thereby  provide  a  more  direct  cormection  into  and  out  of  the  base. 


1.76 


November  16, 1998 


I  5-18-98A07:3 

kC/!J 


Samantha  Ellis 
3728 1/2  Ingraham  St 
San  Diego,  CA  92109 


Mr.  John  Coon 

Southwest  Division  (Code  05AL.JC) 

Naval  Facilities  Engineering  Command 
1220  Pacific  Highway 
San  Diego,  CA  92132-5190 

Dear  Mr.  Coon: 

I  am  writing  to  express  my  disapproval  and  protest  of  having  nuclear  177.1 
carriers  In  our  San  Diego  bay.  In  light  of  all  the  dangers  involved  with 
nuclear  power,  it  is  unsafe  to  port  even  one  nuclear  carrier  so  close  to 
where  so  many  families  live. 

I  belong  to  the  Peace  Resource  Center,  which  has  been  studying  and 
following  this  dilemma  for  many  years  now.  I  have  seen  the  findings  of 
the  GAO  report,  along  with  many  other  reports,  that  prove  that  nuclear 
power  is  not  the  right  answer  for  this  San  Di^o  region.  In  fact,  it  would 
be  blatantly  endangering  our  lives,  environment,  and  the  other 
inhabitants  of  this  area.  The  Navy's  draft  Environmental  Impact 
Statement  does  not  fully  address  all  the  consequences  of  a  nudear 
acddent.  Nothing  does. 

I  urge  you  to  consider  the  families  and  environment  of  this  beautiful, 
vibrant  region,  and  not  put  us  In  danger  by  housing  nudear  carriers  in 
our  bay. 


Sincerely, 


Samantha  Ellis 
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Comment 

Number  Response 


Samantha  Ellis 

1.77.1  Please  see  response  to  comment  0.12.49, 0.12.55, 1.4.1,  and  1.63.7. 
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then  failing  to  consider  the  cumulative  impacts  of  these  decisions  in  the  most  recent  EIS,  (f)  Use  all  practicable  means,  consistent  with  the  requirements  of  the  Act  and  other 

effectively  circumvents  the  fundamental  objective  of  NEPA  of  guarding  the  environment  essential  considerations  of  national  policy,  to  restore  and  enhance  the  quality  of  the 

’through  discussion  and  disclosure’.”  human  environment  and  avoid  or  minimize  any  possible  adverse  effects  of  their 

actions  upon  the  quality  of  the  human  environment. 
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Volume  7  CVN  Homeporting  EIS  —  NASNI  Response  to  Comments 

Comment 

Number  Response 


Stephanie  S.  Kaupp  and  Elizabeth  Gill 

1.78.1  Please  see  responses  to  comments  to  the  10  letters  of  comment  on  the  Draft  EIS 
that  you  have  referenced.  Specifically  see  responses  to  comments  0.12.5,  0.12.8, 
0.12.9,  0.12.15,  0.13.5,  and  0.13.9.  The  Navy  does  not  agree  with  your 
comments. 

1.78.2  This  comment  addresses  the  adequacy  of  the  past,  present,  and  reasonably 
foreseeable  projects  evaluated  in  the  NASNI  cumulative  impact  assessment.  The 
list  of  reasonably  foreseeable  projects  included  in  the  cumulative  analysis  has 
been  increased  as  requested  by  the  City  of  Coronado.  The  revised  cumulative 
analysis  in  section  3.18  incorporates  these  projects.  Please  see  response  to 
comment  L.2.1. 

1.78.3  This  comment  addresses  the  adequacy  of  the  NASNI  cumulative  impact 
assessment.  This  EIS  does  identify  the  cumulative  impacts  resulting  from  the 
reasonably  foreseeable  actions  of  homeporting  the  BRAC  CVN  along  with  up  to 
two  additional  CVNs  at  NASNI.  The  cumulative  analysis  in  section  3.18 
evaluates  that  alternative  (in  the  case  of  NASNI,  Facilities  for  Two  Additional 
CVNs:  Capacity  for  Total  of  Three  CVNs)  which  would  result  in  potentially  the 
most  adverse  of  environmental  impacts  for  each  CVN  homeporting  location. 
Please  see  response  to  comment  L.4.11  for  a  discussion  of  the  analysis  of  the 
BRAC  CVN  in  the  ciunulative  impacts  assessment. 

1.78.4  These  comments  are  the  same  and  in  fact  referenced  to  a  consultant's  letter 
attached  to  the  City  of  Coronado's  comments.  See  responses  to  comments  L.4.56 
through  L.4.60  above. 
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November  25,  1998 


Mr.  John  Coon,  Project  Manager 

Southwest  Division,  Naval  Facilities  Engineering  Command 

Code  05AL-JC 

1220  Pacific  Highway 

San  Diego,  CA  92132 

Dear  Mr.  Coon, 

These  comments  are  submitted  in  regards  to  the  DEIS  for  for  the 
Developing  Home  Port  Facilities  for  3  Nimitz  Class  Carriers  in  Support 

of  the  U.S.  Pacific  Fleet  in  Coronado,  CA . and  request  they  be  placed 

in  the  official  record.  I  just  returned  from  an  east  coast  sojourn,  and 
I  respe^it^fulilyy  request  that  these  comments  be  included  in  responses. 

The  installation  of  monitoring  systems  for  radiation  and  chemical 
releases  are  required  along  the  boundry  with  Coronado  and  within  Coronado. 
These  should  be  monitored  by  Coronado  officials  or  civilian  resident 
volunteers  from  Coronado.  A  continual  print  out  should  be  placed  in 
the  Coronado  public  library  on  current  results. 

When  certain  threshholds  are  reached  that  would  be  detrimental 
to  the  health  of  residents,  a  siren  should  sound  with  a  number  code  to 
convey  to  residents  the  action  that  they  should  take,  i.e. :  close  all 
windows  and  do  not  expose  self  to  outside  air  or  evacuate  the  area,  etc. 
There  is  NO  OTHER  WAY  to  notify  residents  immediately  of  a  health  hazard. 
Notifying  public  officials  in  past  accidents  has  not  worked  and  will  not 
work  now. 

There  are  normal  radiation  releases  as  a  normal  routine,  and  there 
may  be  higher  than  normal  releases,  each  of  which  must  be  registered. 

With  a  600%  increase  in  chemical  and  hazardous  waste  storage  at  NAS 
North  Island  for  a  10  year  duration  and  even  longer, if  a  disposal  area 
is  not  established,  there  is  a  potential  for  air  releases.  There  are 
air  releases  today  of  chemicals  and  heavy  metals  from  processes  curr^ently 
taking  place  at  NAS.  These  and  any  accidental  releases  have  to  be  detected 
along  with  radiation  releases,  since  both  affect  the  health  of  residents.. 

Because  of  the  U.S.  Government  and  military  coVer-ups  of  the  effects 
of  the  atom  bomb  tests,  Agent  Orange,  the  Desert  Storm  Health  Syndrome 
and  even  putting  a  known  military  person  in  the  unknown  tomb,  these  agencies 
have  no  credibility  in  notifying  the  public  should  there  be  an  accident 
or  incident  affecting  public  health.  This  includes  the  Navy!  Therefore, 
it  is  imperative  that  the  residents' have  there  own  monitoring  stations 
or  the  Navy  will  soon  feel  the  rath  of  those  they  ignore.  It  is  human 
nature .  ,  ^ 

Conclusion ;  Navy  provide  monitoring  stations  with  Coronado  observers, 
with  a  central  current  display  in  the  Coronado  library,  installation  of 
sirens  for  immediate  notification  of  aDcidents/inciden ts  of  radiation  or 
chemical  releases  at  any  level,  coded  for  necessary  public  response, 
all  within  the  Comado  City  area. 

860  Cabrillo  Ave.  Earle  Callahan 

Coronado,  CA  92118  CDR  USN  (Ret) 
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Comment 

Number  Response 


Earle  Callahan 

1.79.1  Please  see  response  to  comment  L.4.36  and  0.12.81. 


1.79 


Volume  7  CVN  Homeporting  EIS  —  NASNI  Response  to  Comments 


Comment 

Number  Response 


Marv  Lyons 

1.80.1  Please  refer  to  responses  L.4.44  and  1.37.1  on  the  subject  of  terrorists  and  attacks 
on  aircraft  carriers  in  San  Diego. 

1.80.2  Our  publicly-elected  U.S.  Congress  and  President  of  the  United  States  make 
programmatic  decisions  regarding  Naval  ships  (e.g.,  application  of  nuclear 
power),  and  thus  comments  regarding  these  decisions  are  beyond  the  scope  of 
this  EIS.  The  results  of  all  the  analyses  of  both  normal  operations  and 
hypothetical  accidents  indicate  that  there  would  be  no  significant  radiological 
impacts  from  homeporting  and  maintaining  NIMITZ-class  aircraft  carriers  or 
operating  NIMITZ-class  aircraft  carrier  maintenance  facilities. 

1.80.3  Please  refer  to  responses  L.4.44  and  1.37.1  on  the  subject  of  terrorists  and  terrorist 
attacks  on  aircraft  carriers  in  San  Diego. 

1.80.4  Please  see  response  to  comment  1.80.2 
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CORONADO,  CALIFORNIA,  TUESDAY,  OCTOBER  27,  1998  1  the  process  prescribed  under  the  National  Environmental 


H.1 


Tonight's  meeting  is  being  held  as  part  of  28  in  Everett 


San  Diego  Sind  Coronado,  California.  1  break,  or  if  you  would  like  one  now,  please  raise  your 
All  oral  and  written  comments  on  the  Draft  2  hand  and  we  will  pass  one  to  you. 

EIS  received  tonight  and  throughout  the  public  review  3  Also,  please  put  your  name  and  address  on  the 
period  will  be  considered  and  responded  to  by  the  Navy.  4  white  sign-in  sheet  on  the  table  near  the  door  if  you  wish 
The  Draft  EIS  will,  then  be  revised  as  necessary  to  produce  5  to  be  included  on  the  project  mailing  list.  If  you  are  on 
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of  these  CVNs  will  be  joining  the  Pacific 


o 


The  Navy's  proposed  actions,  which  are  the  28  the  home  ports  are  in  the  Pacific  Northwest  area:  Puget 


The  CV  based  at  Yokosuka,  Japan  is  not  a  topic  of  28  currently  homeported  CVN  and  possibly  one  additional  CVN, 


Columns  one  through  five  represent  what  we  3  Naval  Shipyard, 

call  the  action  alternatives  because  they  would  involve  4  The  Navy's  preferred  alternative  is 

the  action  of  facilities  construction  in  order  to  5  alternative  two,  which  would  home  port  two  additional  CVNs 


additional  CVN  at  the  existing  transient  28  CVN  berthing.  Reconstruction  of  pier  J/K  is  required  to 


of  the  existing  ferry/ flag  landing  that 


but  mitigable  impacts  on  marine  biology  could  result  from 


At  Pearl  Harbor  Naval  Shipyard,  significant 


occasion.  If  you  haven't  already  done  so,  I  hope  you  will  1  program.  Operations  over  this  period  have  had  no 

take  one  on  your  way  out  tonight.  2  significant  affect  on  the  environment.  This  does  not  mean 

In  the  past  50  years  the  Navy  has  logged  3  that  radioactivity  is  not  released  from  naval  nuclear 

approximately  5,000  reactor  years  and  115  billion  miles  of  4  propulsion  plants.  What  it  does  mean  is  that  such 

steam  safely  and  Worldwide  operations  on  nuclear  power.  5  releases  are  infrequent  and  small  and  are  well  below  the 
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Protection  Agency  and  by  other  government  agencies  confirm  27  reactors  are  simple  and  small  being  less  than  one-fifth 

the  conclusions  of  the  Navy's  own  environmental  monitoring  28  the  size  of  the  typical  commercial  nuclear  power  plant. 


of  the  environment  and  the  public  under  the  benign  2  With  that  background  and  experience,  let' 


rg 


plants.  28  term  which  is  used  is  greatly  —  is  much  larger  than  the 


actually  available  in  the  plants  and  1  conducted  extensive  classified  analyses  of  the 


of  the  Environmental  Impact  Statement.  I  would  also  like  27  Finally,  I'd  like  to  show  that  this  slide 

to  point  out  that  in  addition  to  these  analyses  we  have  28  represents  a  Seal  Team  inspection,  environmental 


Inspection  of  U.S.S.  NEVADA  in  her  home  port  in  Maine.  I  1  need  to  know  the  things  that  we  missed  and  areas  for 

use  this  to  illustrate  our  point  that  the  conclusion  from  2  further  research  for  further  analysis  because  we  want  to 

the  Environmental  Impact  Statement  is  that  there  is  no  3  make  the  right  decision  on  homeporting  these  carriers, 

significant  radiological  impact  from  any  of  the  4  Again,  we  won't  be  responding  to  questions  tonight,  as 

homeporting  alternatives.  5  frustrating  as  it  may  be  for  some  of  you  and  for  some  of 


VO 

OJ 


CAPTAIN  ROCKLAND  DEAL:  All  right.  At  this  time  we  27  When  your  name  is  called  please  step  to  the 


ion  to  speak  tonight  will  be  26  government  agencies.  I  hope  —  I  think  people 

Dr.  Edward  Siegel  will  be  next.  27  understand  that  with  military  matters  the  Envij 


think  people  should  understand  that.  Let  me  make  —  5  were  far  more  costly  and  provided  no  military  advantage. 


include  any  analysis  of  the  real  worst  case  accident  that  X  28  Beckett's  comments,  resilience  to  what?  Not  to  shock 


Just  quickly  (inaudible). 


27  so  grossly  incorrect?  * 

BETSY  GILL:  The  late  1980s  upper  echelon  Navy  ^  H.1.7  28  Having  observed  the  whole  Navy  disclosure  and  I  H.1.9 


H.1 


Island,  and  tha^  would  be  to  put  two  AOEs  at  Puget  Sound  T  28  reinvested  in  this  community  as  mitigation  for  the 


1-f-k-i-n.  I'm  a  resident  of  Coronado  and  have  been  for  I  27  mind  set  in  important  aspects  of  impact  analysis. 


cumulative  impacts  particularly  in  incessantly  ignoring  A  H.1.16  1  meetings  here  that  the  public  will  not  be  informed  of  all 
the  involvement  of  multiple  CVs  and  other  naval  air  2  radiation  and  chemical  accidents  here  at  North  Island.  W 
station  activities.  This  trivialization  of  community  3  therefore  need  in  Coronado,  outside  the  Navy  fence 


H.1 


We  talk  about  the  dangers.  Everyone  here  i^H.1.18  j  reasons  for  my  thinking.  First  the  Preamble  of  the 
took  a  greater  risk  just  driving  to  this  place  than  you  2  Constitution  provides  that  Congress  and  the  Governm^ 
have  a  risk  from  any  nuclear  radiation  accident  from  these  3  shall  provide  a  defense  for  the  country  and  then  to 
carriers.  It  is  practically  nil.  That  is  not  a  big  4  promote  the  well-being  of  the  people.  They  had  the 
problem.  There  will  be  an  impact,  but  we  have  had  three  5  priorities  straight.  The  CVNs  represent  a  marked 


H.1 


determine  the  best  location  for  its  nuclear  carriers.  If  27  not  a  nuclear  physicist.  Don't  know  too  much  about  it. 

its  Coronado,  I  would  be  proud  of  that.  There  are  two  28  But  let  me  ask  you  a  few  things  and  hopefully  some  answers 


CO 

CJ 


So  to  me  I  don't  really  understand  what  the  27  I'm  sorry, 

advantage  is  in  any  respect  to  any  of  these  things.  28  everything  was  going  on. 


built  on  North  Island,  i  H.1.35 


H.1 


just  been  sold  to  General  Dynamics,  and  I  understand  26  is  coining  to  our  town  by  truck. 

NASSCO  has  put  in  a  bid  to  do  shipbuilding  repair.  27  Is  this  true  or  not?  I  H.  1.37 

We  saw  a  plan  that  was  in  the  administrative  ^^28  I  guess  the  problem  with  me  is  I  feel  like  we  y 


H.1 


to  give  them 


What  did  they  personally  gain  serving  on  that  A  H.1.45  ^  ships,  not  only  carriers,  but  we  have  ignored  all  the 

committee?  I  2  destroyers  and  cruisers  and  submarines  that  are  on  the  bay 


The  reason  for  27  does  need  to  be  looked  at  and  hasn't  been  emphasized 
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H.1 


level.  It  is  1  28  discharged  by  the  Navy  in  its  entire  year; 


H.1 


gentleman  here  from  —  a  whistle  blower  he  said  —  that  4 

said  we  have  this  terrible  accident  on  this  French  nuclear  5  (The  public  hearing  was  concluded  at  9:52 


H.1 


All  right.  Thank  you  for  your  input. 
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Coronado  Hearing 

H.1.1  The  Navy  has  participated  in  many  public  meetings  with  regards  to  its  CVN 

homeporting  activities  in  ttie  San  Diego  area.  Most  notably,  the  Navy  has 
participated  in  ongoing  monthly  meetings,  with  members  of  the  Coronado  City 
government  and  members  of  the  public  ("Coronado-Navy  Complex"  meetings). 
These  meetings  are  a  forum  where  Navy  officials,  local  officials,  and  members  of 
the  public  discuss  issues  of  mutual  interest.  In  many  cases,  issues  related  to 
CVN  homeporting  have  been  discussed. 

Regarding  this  NEPA  process,  the  EIS  contains  detailed  technical  analyses  of  a 
large  number  of  specialized  resource  areas.  As  such,  the  Navy  relies  on  expertise 
within  a  wide  range  of  technical  disciplines  to  prepare  the  analyses,  and  to 
subsequently  answer  comments  received  during  the  review  periods.  These 
technical  experts  need  sufficient  time  to  develop  responses  to  these  comments 
for  the  administrative  record,  and  thus  it  is  essential  for  the  Navy  to  first 
carefully  listen  and  then  take  time  to  confer  with  those  experts  to  respond 
accurately  to  the  comments.  This  process  for  responding  to  public  comments  is 
consistent  with  the  requirements  of  NEPA,  and  is  also  consistent  with  feedback 
the  Navy  has  received  in  relation  to  past  public  hearings  conducted  under 
NEPA.  It  is  important  to  note  that  all  comments  received  on  the  Draft  EIS  are 
responded  to  in  the  Final  EIS  as  required  by  NEPA,  and  the  Final  EIS  is  then  re¬ 
circulated  for  another  review  period. 

H.1.2  Consistent  with  guidance  from  the  Coxmcil  on  Enviromnental  Quality  (CEQ)  in 

40  CFR  Part  1503,  tt\e  Navy  solicited  comments  from  any  federal  agencies  that 
have  jiurisdiction  by  law  or  special  expertise  with  respect  to  any  environmental 
impact  associated  with  fi\e  Draft  EIS.  Also,  the  Navy  requested  comments  from 
appropriate  State  and  local  agencies  who  are  authorized  to  develop  and  enforce 
environmental  standards,  as  well  as  any  interested  or  affected  person.  (See 
section  10  of  the  EIS). 

NEPA  was  enacted  to  ensure  federal  agencies  consider  environmental  impacts  in 
their  decision  making.  Decision  discretion  stiU  resides  with  the  individual 
federal  agency  based  on  consideration  of  all  relevant  factors,  including  mission 
requirements  and  cost.  In  this  case  the  Navy,  as  the  cognizant  federal  agency  for 
the  action,  is  responsible  to  make  the  final  decision  on  the  proposed  action  after 
input  from  other  federal  agencies  and  stakeholders  has  been  obtained  and 
considered. 

H.1.3  The  Navy's  historical  record  of  safe  and  responsible  operation  of  nuclear 

powered  warships  is  discussed  in  detail  in  Volume  I,  Chapter  7  of  the  EIS.  This 
record  shows  a  long  and  extensive  history  of  the  Program's  activities  having  no 
significant  effect  on  the  environment.  Since  the  inception  of  the  NNPP  almost 


H.l 
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half  a  century  ago,  there  has  never  been  a  reactor  accident  associated  with  the 
Program,  nor  has  there  been  a  release  of  radioactivity  that  has  had  a  significant 
effect  on  the  public  or  the  environment.  The  Navy  reports  all  releases  of 
radioactivity  associated  widi  the  NNPP  in  its  annual  report  entitled 
Environmental  Monitoring  and  Disposal  of  Radioactive  Wastes  from  U.S.  Naval 
Nuclear  Powered  Ships  and  their  Support  Facilities.  This  report  is  prepared 
annually,  and  is  provided  to  Congress  and  made  available  to  the  public. 
Relevant  information  from  the  report  has  been  included  and  referenced  as 
appropriate  in  tire  EIS  in  accordance  with  the  implementing  regulations  of 
NEPA  (40  CFR  1502.21).  Copies  of  this  and  other  reports  were  placed  in  local 
public  libraries  to  aid  public  review  during  the  EIS  process. 

As  described  in  the  annual  report  referenced  in  Ihe  EIS,  twenty-six  previous 
versions  of  that  report,  and  tiie  1998  update  of  the  report,  the  total  long-lived 
gamma  radioactivity  in  liquids  released  armuaUy  to  all  ports  and  harbors  from 
all  Naval  nuclear-powered  ships  and  supporting  tenders.  Naval  bases  and 
shipyards  is  less  than  0.002  ciuies.  This  annual  total  includes  any  accidental 
releases  of  radioactivity  that  occurred  during  the  year.  For  perspective,  the  total 
annual  amotmt  is  less  than  tiie  amount  of  naturally  occurring  radioactivity 
present  in  the  seawater  displaced  by  a  single  submarine,  and  is  environmentally 
inconsequential.  Since  the  total  amoxmt  released  was  inconsequential,  any 
individual  release  was  also  inconsequential,  and  was  not  subject  to  reporting, 
immediate  or  otherwise,  by  any  regulatory  requirements. 

In  addition,  the  Navy's  plans  for  emergency  response  is  included  in  section  7.5 
of  the  EIS.  The  EIS  states  that  emergency  planning  and  emergency  response  is 
included  as  an  integral  part  of  ongoing  NNPP  operations  to  ensture  tiie  Navy  is 
prepared  to  handle  accidental  releases  of  radioactivity.  In  the  highly  imlikely 
event  of  an  emergency,  the  Navy  would  promptly  notify  State  and  local  officials, 
and  would  communicate  with  those  officials.  Any  action  needed  to  protect  the 
public  would  be  handled  by  State  and  local  officials  using  existing  plans  for 
emergencies  from  natural  events,  such  as  earthquakes  or  hurricanes. 

Finally,  it  should  be  noted  that  the  Navy  has  provided  detailed  responses  to  the 
analyses  provided  by  consultants.  Navy  responses  can  be  foimd  in  various 
locations  throughout  the  EIS,  including  responses  0.12.174-178,  0.12.179-189, 
0.12.190,  and  0.12.191-197.  After  examining  these  responses  to  the  comments 
provided,  the  Navy  believes  it  has  correctly  assessed  the  radiological  impacts 
associated  with  the  proposed  action,  and  thus  no  sigiuficant  changes  to  the  Draft 
EIS  are  deemed  necessary. 

Public  concerns  identified  in  the  response  to  the  Notice  of  Intent  for  this  EIS  and 
in  scoping  meetings  are  summarized  in  Volume  2,  Appendix  B,  EIS  Scoping 
Comment  Issues.  The  Navy  determined  that  some  of  the  issues  raised  were  not 
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relevant  to  the  EIS  analysis  and  are  identified  in  Section  1.6  of  the  Draft  EIS. 
Executive  Order  12898  sates  that  federal  agencies  shall  identify 
"disproportionately  high  and  adverse  human  health  or  environmental  effects  of 
its  programs."  The  environmental  justice  section  related  to  San  Diego,  section 
3.17,  discusses  Coronado  as  the  relevant  sub-regional  area,  since  this  community 
is  adjacent  to,  and  closest  to  areas  impacted  by  the  proposed  action.  The 
community  of  Coronado  is  comprised  of  relatively  few  minorities  and  low 
income  households  (see  Table  3.17-1  in  the  Final  EIS).  The  Navy  also  considered 
communities  affected  by  operations  of  normal  radiological  support  facility 
operations  within  a  50-mile  radius  of  the  proposed  action  (see  Appendix  F  in 
Voliune  2).  Based  on  this  analysis,  there  is  no  reason  to  conclude  that  minorities 
or  low  income  coiiununities  would  be  affected  disproportionately.  Any  impacts 
from  air  quality,  traffic,  security,  construction,  earthquakes,  and  personnel 
loading  would  primarily  affect  the  residents  of  Coronado;  these  impacts  would 
also  be  less  than  significant,  as  discussed  in  the  relevant  sections  of  the  Draft  EIS. 
Finally,  as  indicated  in  section  3.10,  air  quality  impacts  were  assessed  for  the  San 
Diego  region  beyond  Coronado  and  they  would  be  below  thresholds  of 
significance  and  would  therefore  not  be  expected  to  increase  respiratory  or  other 
illnesses. 

Nuclear  propulsion  technology  is  among  the  most  sensitive  military  technologies 
possessed  by  the  United  States  and  Congress  has  placed  stringent  limitations  on 
foreign  access  to  it  imder  the  Atomic  Energy  Act  of  1954  (amended)  and  other 
federal  statutes.  As  such,  discussion  of  issues  related  to  U.S.  Naval  reactor 
design  and  operation,  including  an  analysis  of  postulated  reactor  accidents,  is 
contained  in  a  classified  appendix.  The  classified  appendix  was  provided  to 
EPA  headquarters  for  review.  This  approach  is  in  accordance  with  the 
implementing  regulations  of  NEPA  (40  CFR  1507.3(c))  which  specifically  provide 
for  the  protection  of  classified  information.  EPA  received  the  entire  Draft  EIS, 
including  the  classified  appendix,  conducted  a  review,  and  provided  comments 
based  on  their  review.  The  Navy  has  responded  to  those  comments  (see  F.3 
series).  EPA  had  no  comments  on  the  classified  appendix. 

Every  effort  has  been  made  to  ensure  that  environmental  impacts  associated 
with  homeporting  are  evaluated  and  reported  in  an  imclassified  fashion  in  die 
EIS,  and  thus  all  potential  environmental  impacts  or  conclusions  discussed  in  the 
classified  appendix  are  covered  in  the  imclassified  sections  of  the  EIS.  In 
addition  to  the  above,  NIMITZ-class  aircraft  carrier  nuclear  propulsion  plant 
design  was  independently  reviewed  by  the  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission  (at 
the  time  of  review  it  was  by  the  Directorate  of  Licensing  Division  of  the  Atomic 
Energy  Commission)  and  by  the  Advisory  Committee  on  Reactor  Safeguards. 
Both  reviews  concluded  that  consistent  with  the  military  necessity  of  these  ships, 
NIMITZ-class  aircraft  carrier  reactors  could  be  safely  operated. 
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The  GAO  report  referred  to  by  the  commentor  pertains  to  the  government's 
choice  for  the  next  generation  of  aircraft  carrier  propulsion  plants.  As  described 
in  the  response  to  0.12.12,  the  scope  of  this  EIS  does  not  include  decisions 
regarding  Naval  ships  (e.g.,  application  of  nuclear  power),  and  thus  comments 
regarding  these  decisions  are  beyond  the  scope  of  this  EIS. 

However,  because  of  the  numerous  errors  and  inaccuracies  contained  in  the 
GAO  report,  the  Department  of  Defense  objected  to  the  report.  Specifically: 

•  The  GAO  report  substantially  understated  the  operational  effectiveness  of 
nuclear-powered  aircraft  carriers,  and  overstated  ti\e  life  cycle  cost  premium. 
The  Chairman  of  the  Joint  Chiefs  of  Staff,  the  CNO,  the  Unified  CINCs,  the 
Fleet  Commanders,  and  the  operating  fleet  of  our  Navy  are  imanimous  in 
their  recognition  of  die  added  capability,  mobility,  sustainability,  and 
flexibility  nuclear  power  gives  to  the  Navy's  aircraft  carriers.  Nuclear  power 
gives  carriers  unlimited  range  and  endurance  at  high  speed,  increases 
capacity  for  weapons  and  aircraft  fuel,  and  eliminates  dependence  upon  the 
vulnerable  logistics  train  for  ship  fuel.  The  result  is  operational  flexibility, 
independence,  and  survivabihty  the  Navy  needs  in  its  carriers. 

•  The  GAO  report  inappropriately  compared  the  cost  of  modem  nuclear- 
powered  NIMITZ  class  carriers,  such  as  the  newest,  USS  HARRY  S. 
TRUMAN  (CVN-75),  to  smaller,  older,  less  capable,  conventionally-powered 
carriers,  such  as  USS  JOHN  F.  KENNEDY  (CV-67).  KENNEDY,  which  was 
designed  over  40  years  ago,  does  not  meet  today's  Navy  standards  for  ship 
capability,  survivability,  or  habitability. 

•  The  GAO  report  did  not  capture  actual  deployment  practices  for  CVNs  and 
CVs.  In  the  last  two  years,  6  CVNs  were  called  to  make  high  speed,  long 
distance  (over  4000  nautical  miles)  transits  to  respond  to  national  security 
crises.  No  conventional  carriers  made  similar  high  speed,  long-distance 
transits  in  this  period. 

Issues  pertaining  to  French  submarines  are  beyond  the  scope  of  this  EIS.  Issues 
pertaining  to  metallurgical  embrittlement  are  responded  to  in  answers  to  the 
commentors  letter,  1.63. 

The  Navy  has  not  made  a  decision  regarding  the  proposed  action  in  this  EIS. 
The  Navy  identified  a  preferred  alternative  in  the  Draft  EIS  so  the  public  could 
review  and  comment  upon  that  preferred  alternative.  The  public  will  also  have 
at  least  30  days  to  review  the  Final  EIS  before  the  Navy  makes  a  decision. 

This  EIS  evaluates  those  environmental  impacts  resulting  from  the  Navy's 
proposed  action  and  alternatives.  If  the  existing  environmental  quality  of  an 
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area  is  already  degraded,  an  EIS  identifies  what  additional  environmental  effects 
would  result  if  the  proposed  action  were  to  proceed.  The  EIS  evaluates  only 
those  environmental  impacts  resulting  directly,  indirectly,  and  cumulatively  (in 
association  with  past,  present,  and  reasonably  foreseeable  projects)  from  the 
proposed  action. 

The  previous  CVN  Final  EIS  published  in  1995  was  challenged  in  regard  to 
cumulative  impacts  and  segmentation.  The  U.S.  District  Court  for  the  Southern 
District  of  California  concurred  widi  the  Navy's  implementation  of  NEPA,  and 
concluded  that  the  Navy  had  not  understated  the  potential  effects  of  a  larger 
project  by  preparation  of  two  documents  (segmentation).  In  an  Order  dated 
May  12,  1997,  the  Court  stated,  "Because  the  Coxut  finds  that  no  proposal  to 
homeport  three  CVNs  existed  prior  to  the  issuance  of  ttie  Final  EIS,  the  Final 
EIS's  analysis  of  the  possible  cumulative  impacts  of  potential  additional  home 
ports  suffices  imder  NEPA."  See  response  to  comment  L.4.5  for  additional 
information. 

Yoiu:  comments  are  noted  and  included  in  the  Final  EIS.  The  Navy  does  not 
agree  with  your  general  statement  tirat  the  traffic  analysis  is  incorrect.  For 
detailed  responses  to  comments  submitted  by  the  City  of  Coronado's  traffic 
coirsultants,  please  see  the  responses  to  comments  L.4.55,  L.4.67  through  L.4.74, 
L.4.82  through  L.4.89,  and  L.4.90  through  L.4.98. 

Your  comments  are  noted  and  included  in  the  Final  EIS.  The  Navy  is  aware  of 
the  Coronado's  concerns. 

The  traffic  analysis  was  based  on  intersection  coxmts  that  were  taken  in  August 
1996  and  average  daily  traffic  volume  information  that  was  assembled  in  1996 
and  1997.  Table  3.9-1  in  the  EIS  has  been  revised  to  show  the  highest  traffic 
volumes  cited  for  each  roadway  in  the  various  source  references.  For  example, 
on  the  Coronado  Bay  Bridge  the  table  shows  an  annual  average  volume  of  71,000 
vehicles  per  day.  These  more  recent  traffic  data  that  were  not  available  to  the 
EIS  preparer  when  the  DEIS  was  initially  prepared.  The  August  1996  traffic 
counts  that  were  used  to  represent  the  existing  conditions  scenario  reflect  traffic 
conditions  during  the  peak  summer  tourist/recreational  season  when  there  were 
two  aircraft  carriers  in  port.  Follow-up  coimts  taken  in  the  fall  of  1998  resulted 
in  traffic  volumes  that  were  lower  thcin  the  August  1996  voliunes.  It  was 
determined,  therefore,  that  it  would  be  appropriate  to  use  the  August  1996  data 
to  reflect  the  existing  traffic  conditions.  This  conclusion  is  consistent  with  the 
findings  of  the  October  1998  draft  report  prepared  by  SANDAG  titled  "San 
Diego-Coronado  Bridge  Toll  Removal  Impact  Study,"  which  also  used  the 
August  1996  data  to  represent  existing  conditions.  Please  see  response  to 
comment  L.4.12  and  L.4.15. 
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With  regard  to  the  existing  traffic  intersection  data  that  were  used,  the  traffic 
analysis  was  based  on  intersection  counts  that  were  taken  in  August  1996,  which 
reflected  current  information  when  the  EIS  traffic  study  was  initiated.  The 
August  1996  traffic  intersection  coimts  that  were  used  to  represent  the  existing 
scenario  reflect  traffic  conditions  diuing  the  peak  svunmer  tourist/ recreational 
season  when  there  were  two  aircraft  carriers  in  port.  Follow-up  intersection 
coimts  taken  in  tiie  fall  of  1998  resulted  in  traffic  volumes  that  were  lower  than 
the  August  1996  volumes.  It  was  determined,  therefore,  that  it  would  be 
appropriate  to  use  the  August  1996  data  to  represent  ttie  existing  intersection 
traffic  conditions.  This  conclusion  is  consistent  with  the  findings  of  the  October 
1998  draft  report  prepared  by  SAND  AG  titled  "San  Diego-Coronado  Bridge  Toll 
Removal  Impact  Study,"  which  also  used  the  August  1996  data  to  represent 
existing  conditions.  Please  see  response  to  comments  L.4.12  and  L.4.15. 

In  addition,  a  follow-up  traffic  impact  analysis  was  conducted  to  determine  the 
impacts  of  project-generated  traffic  by  using  the  traffic  conditions  for  the  year 
2015  as  the  projected  conditions  scenario.  The  year  2015  projected  conditions 
traffic  volumes  and  levels  of  service  were  taken  from  the  draft  SAND  AG  report 
titled  "San  Diego-Coronado  Bridge  Toll  Removal  Impact  Study."  The  year  2015 
traffic  projections  represent  future  traffic  conditions  taking  into  account 
projections  of  population  and  employment  growth  in  Coronado  and  the  San 
Diego  region,  assxuning  that  the  bridge  tolls  continue  to  be  charged  (Scenario  2 
from  the  report).  Although  the  traffic  volumes  for  file  year  2015  projected 
conditions  scenario  are  higher  than  what  would  be  expected  for  the  year  2005 
when  a  third  CVN  would  be  homeported  at  NASNI,  friis  scenario  has  been 
addressed  to  ensure  that  the  level  of  anticipated  growth  and  the  cumulative 
traffic  increases  in  Coronado  have  been  considered.  The  analysis  of  the  study 
area  roadways  and  intersections  for  this  scenario  is  summarized  in  the  response 
to  comment  L.4.12  and  in  the  EIS.  Based  on  the  criteria  for  significant  impacts, 
the  proposed  action's  traffic  impacts  would  not  be  significant. 

With  regard  to  traffic  impacts,  ttie  traffic  analysis  presented  in  the  Draft  EIS  is 
based  on  the  incremental  increase  in  traffic  that  woixld  occur  as  a  result  of  the 
proposed  action.  The  homeporting  baseline  has  facilities  at  NASNI  to 
accommodate  two  conventional  aircraft  carriers  (CVs)  and  one  nuclear  carrier 
(CVN)  for  a  total  of  three  carriers,  while  Alternatives  One,  Two,  and  Three  have 
three  CVNs.  The  proposed  action  would  not  result  in  two  additional  aircraft 
carriers,  but  would  simply  create  the  capacity  to  homeport  two  additional  CVNs 
at  NASNI.  As  the  nrunber  of  persoimel  on  the  CVNs  is  greater  than  ttiat  on  the 
CVs,  the  proposed  action  would  generate  approximately  27  additional  vehicle 
trips  diuing  ihe  peak  hours  and  150  trips  throughout  an  average  day,  as  outlined 
in  the  Draft  EIS.  The  analysis  indicates  that  a  traffic  increase  of  this  magnitude 
would  not  be  significant,  even  at  locations  that  are  currently  operating  at 
imacceptable  levels  of  service  E  and  F. 
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H.1.11  The  list  of  reasonably  foreseeable  projects  included  in  the  cumulative  analysis 

has  been  increased  to  include  the  San  Diego-Coronado  Bridge,  Seismic  Retrofit 
Financial  Plan,  Glorietta  Bay  Master  Plan,  Hotel  Del  Coronado  Master  Plan,  and 
Convention  Center  Expansion  projects.  Projects  at  Naval  Amphibious  Base  have 
been  reviewed  by  the  Navy  to  identify  those  that  are  reasonably  foreseeable  and 
appropriate  to  this  analysis.  The  revised  cumulative  analysis  in  section  3.18 
incorporates  these  projects.  No  projects  have  been  eliminated  from 
consideration  in  order  to  allow  for  the  most  reasonable  analysis  possible. 

H.1.12  The  alternatives  analysis  considered  a  reasonable  nirmber  of  combinations  of 

CVNs  and  relocated  AOEs  at  the  four  home  port  locations.  Not  every 
mathematically  possible  alternative  was  evaluated,  consistent  with  guidance  the 
"Forty  Most  Asked  Questions  Concerning  CEQ's  National  Environmental  Policy 
Act  Regulations,"  printed  in  Federal  Register  Vol.  46,  No.  55,  18026-18038, 
3/23/81.  While  not  included  imder  one  scenario  for  all  four  home  port 
locations,  the  EIS  has  evaluated  the  enviroranental  impacts  of  a  total  of 
providing  capacity  to  homeport  two  additional  CVNs  in  Coronado  (Alternative 
4),  two  CVNs  and  two  AOEs  at  PSNS  (Alternative  5),  and  one  CVN  and  two 
AOEs  at  NAVSTA  Everett  (Alternative  5).  By  combining  these  analyses,  one  can 
assess  the  environmental  impact  of  the  additional  alternative  proposed  in  the 
comment.  The  net  difference  in  costs  for  all  home  port  locations  imder  tiiis 
additional  alternative  as  compared  to  the  preferred  alternative  is  approximately 
$86.4M  over  30  years,  rather  than  the  $62M  identified  in  the  comment.  Any 
savings  resulting  from  selecting  one  home  port  alternative  over  another  would 
represent  a  cost  avoidance.  The  funds  would  not  be  tangible  savings  from  an 
existing  budget  that  could  be  used  for  funding  other  regional  improvements, 
particularly  those  that  are  not  needed  to  address  significant  environmental 
impacts  resulting  from  the  proposed  action. 

The  preferred  alternative  is  not  the  least  expensive  alternative:  it  ranks  third  in 
costs. 

H.1.13  The  Navy  respectfully  disagrees  with  your  conclusion  that  "this  is  a  rubber 

stamped  decision,"  [or  that  the  EIS  is]  "not  factual,  there  is  no  cumulative 
analysis  of  the  transportation  impacts,  and  there  is  a  viable  two-carrier 
alternative."  The  EIS  presents  analyses  of  a  reasonable  range  of  alternatives  for 
providing  capacity  to  homeport  additional  CVNs  at  the  four  potential 
homeporting  locations.  One  of  the  alternatives  (Alternative  Four)  would 
providing  capacity  for  one  additional  CVN  at  NASNI.  This  combination  of 
CVNs  at  NASNI  (Facilities  for  One  Additional  CVN:  Capacity  for  Total  of  Two 
CVNs)  was  evaluated  in  each  of  the  environmental  resoiuce  issue  areas. 
Another  combination  of  alternatives  would  provide  for  the  capacity  to  homeport 
two  additional  CVNs  at  NASNI  (Facilities  for  Two  Additional  CVNs:  Capacity 
for  Total  of  Three  CVNs),  reflected  in  Alternatives  One,  Two  and  Three.  The  EIS 
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_ Response _ .  _ 

in  section  2.3.3.1  clearly  defines  the  differences  in  new  construction  needed  to 
provide  homeport  facilities  and  capacity  for  these  two  different  combinations  of 
CVNs. 

The  EIS  transportation  analysis  used  the  most  up-to-date  (1996)  available 
information.  The  Final  EIS  text  of  the  transportation  has  been  revised  to  clarify 
that  the  existing  conditions  used  to  characterize  Coronado  traffic  were  based  on 
counts  taken  in  the  summer  of  1996  that  reflect  worst-case  conditions  during  the 
toririst  season,  and  were  not  based  on  1993  traffic  conditions.  Additional 
projects  have  been  added  to  the  cumulative  analysis  with  no  change  resulting  in 
tire  overall  cumulative  impact  conclusions.  See  the  revised  Final  EIS  text  in 
section  3.18. 

Please  see  response  to  comment  0.12.86. 

Your  comments  are  noted  and  are  included  in  the  Final  EIS. 

Public  concerns  identified  in  the  response  to  the  Notice  of  Intent  for  this  EIS  and 
in  scoping  meetings  are  siunmarized  in  Volume  2,  Appendix  B,  EIS  Scoping 
Comment  Issues.  The  Navy  determined  that  some  of  the  issues  raised  were  not 
relevant  to  the  EIS  analysis  and  are  identified  in  Section  1.6  of  the  Draft  EIS. 

Please  see  response  to  comment  L.4.36  and  0.12.33. 

Your  comments  are  noted  and  are  included  in  the  Final  EIS. 

Your  comments  are  noted  and  are  included  in  the  Final  EIS. 

Please  see  response  to  comment  H.1.1. 

The  radiological  impacts  of  the  NNPP  are  discussed  in  detail  in  section  7.4  of  the 
EIS.  For  example,  section  7.4.1  discusses  the  source  of  NNPP  radioactivity,  and 
section  7.4.2.2  discussed  airborne  radioactivity.  In  addition.  Appendix  F,  section 
3.1  and  Tables  F-6  and  F-7  summarize  the  risk  to  human  health  from  normal 
NNPP  operations. 

The  EIS  has  evaluated  a  wide  variety  of  accidents  (including  those  addressed  in 
the  comment),  including  human  health  impacts  within  a  50  mile  radius  of  North 
Island.  Based  on  the  analyses  in  the  EIS,  the  Navy  has  determined  that  the 
radiological  risks  are  not  significant.  A  summary  of  radiological  risks  is 
contained  in  section  7.6  of  the  EIS. 

Please  see  response  to  comment  L.4.5. 
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Typically,  shore  power  is  connected  to  the  ship  while  in  port.  Accordingly,  if  the 
ship  is  in  port  and  not  moving,  the  reactor  plant  is  normally  shut  down  or 
operated  at  a  small  fraction  of  the  ship's  rated  power. 

While  CVs  and  CVNs  use  different  sources  of  fuel  (oil  vs.  nuclear),  both  types  of 
ships  rely  upon  steam  propulsion  plemts  that  require  seawater  coohng.  As 
described  in  section  7.2  of  the  EIS,  the  primary  system  circulates  water  in  an  aU 
welded,  closed-loop  system.  The  primary  water  is  passed  through  steam 
generators,  where  it  transfers  its  energy  across  a  water-tight  boxmdary  to  the 
water  in  the  secondary  system.  The  water  in  the  secondary  system  also 
circulates  in  a  closed  loop,  and  in  a  manner  similar  to  the  way  energy  is 
transferred  from  tiie  primary  to  the  secondary  system,  transfers  its  energy  to 
seawater. 

The  EIS  has  analyzed  six  alternatives  coequally  which  included  investigating  no 
additional  CVNs  (Alternative  Five),  one  additional  CVN  (Alternatives  Fovu  and 
Six),  and  two  additional  CVNs  at  NASNI  (Alternatives  One,  Two,  and  Three). 
Any  one  of  the  six  alternatives  could  be  selected.  The  Navy  identified  a 
preferred  alternative  (Alternative  Two)  in  the  Draft  EIS  so  that  the  public  could 
comment  on  that  preference  before  the  Navy  makes  a  decision.  Appendix  G  of 
the  EIS  provides  further  information  on  this  subject.  Specifically,  the  Navy  is 
hying  to  live  within  its  infrastructure  means.  That  means  using  existing  Navy 
and  facilities  to  the  maximum  extent  practicable.  NASNI  has  most  of  the 
infrastructvue  to  handle  three  carriers,  because  that  was  NASNI's  historical 
mission  tmtil  USS  RANGER  was  decommissioned  in  1993.  NASNI  is  not  being 
singled  out  for  three  carriers,  rather  it  is  being  looked  at  in  terms  of  its  existing 
capacity.  The  ottier  locations  cannot  support  more  carriers  than  what  is 
analyzed  in  the  EIS  because  the  overall  capacity  does  not  exist  (housing, 
commissary,  recreational  facilities,  etc.)  and  it  would  take  a  tremendous 
imdertaking  (like  creating  a  new  base)  to  support  such  an  action. 

There  will  be  12  carriers  —  six  in  the  Pacific  Fleet  and  six  in  the  Atlantic  Fleet. 
Therefore,  if  tiie  preferred  alternative  is  selected,  25  percent  of  all  the  carriers 
would  be  homeported  at  NASNI. 

Contrary  to  the  commentor's  assertion,  each  NIMITZ  class  aircraft  carrier  reactor 
is  less  than  one-fifth  the  size  of  a  typical  commercial  power  reactor.  In  addition, 
it  is  important  to  note  that  the  residts  of  all  the  radiological  analyses  in  the  EIS, 
which  included  cumulative  effects,  indicate  that  there  would  be  no  significant 
radiological  impacts  from  homeporting  and  maintaining  NIMITZ-class  aircraft 
carriers  or  operating  NIMITZ-class  aircraft  carrier  maintenance  facilities  vmder 
the  proposed  action. 
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DISC'S  decisions  to  permit  Navy  activities  at  Nortti  Island  are  not  within  the 
scope  of  this  EIS. 

Please  refer  to  response  to  comment  0.12.55  above. 

Please  see  response  to  comment  0.12.81. 

The  Navy's  historical  record  of  safe  and  responsible  operation  of  nuclear 
powered  warships  is  discussed  in  Volume  I,  section  7  of  the  EIS,  where  it  is 
stated  ttiat  there  has  never  been  a  reactor  accident,  nor  a  release  of  radioactivity 
having  a  significant  effect  on  the  environment,  in  the  50-year  history  of  the 
NNPP.  Please  also  see  response  to  comment  0.12.33  and  0.12.49. 

Your  comments  are  noted  and  are  included  in  the  Final  EIS.  The  Navy  believes 
the  EIS  presents  factual  and  objective  information. 

This  comment  addresses  the  potential  NEPA  segmentation  claims  related  to 
homeporting  CVNs  within  the  Pacific  Fleet.  A  chronology  of  events  resxilting  in 
ttie  potential  replacements  for  aircraft  carriers  planned  for  decommissioning  in 
die  San  Diego  area  is  provided  to  help  the  reader  tmderstand  how  NASNI  has 
customarily  been  home  port  for  three  aircraft  carriers. 

In  the  1980s,  the  Navy  reduced  the  size  of  its  active  aircraft  carriers  from  15  to  12; 
six  in  die  Atlantic  Fleet  and  six  in  the  Pacific  Fleet.  Before  that  time,  NASNI  had 
been  the  homeport  for  at  least  three  aircraft  carriers.  In  the  early  1970s,  this 
included  USS  TICONDEROGA,  USS  KITTY  HAWK,  and  USS 
CONSTELLATION;  m  the  mid-1970s,  USS  RANGER,  KITTY  HAWK,  and 
CONSTELLATION;  throughout  the  1980s,  RANGER,  KITTY  HAWK,  and 
CONSTELLATION;  and  in  the  early  1990s,  a  combinadon  of  USS 
INDEPENDENCE,  (while  KITTY  HAWK  and/or  CONSTELLATION  were 
undergoing  their  Service  Life  Extension  effort  in  Philadelphia,  Pennsylvama), 
KITTY  HAWK,  CONSTELLATION,  and  RANGER.  All  ships  listed  above  are  or 
were  conventionally  powered  carriers,  or  "CVs." 

In  1993,  RANGER  was  decommissioned  at  the  end  of  its  service  life  and 
removed  from  NASNI,  temporarily  reducing  the  port-loading  to  two  CVs.  In 
1993,  a  Base  Realignment  and  Closure  Commission  (BRAC)  action  resulted  in  the 
closure  of  NAS  Alameda,  CaUfomia.  Because  there  were  no  CVN  homeport- 
capable  berths  at  NASNI,  the  Navy  was  allowed  to  shift  both  NAS  Alameda 
CVNs  to  the  Pacific  Northwest,  pending  completion  of  construction  of  suitable 
homeport  facilities  at  NASNI.  Those  facilities  were  the  subject  of  an  EIS  entitled 
Environmental  Impact  Statement  for  the  Development  of  Facilities  in  San  Diego  to 
Support  the  Homeporting  of  One  NIMITZ  Class  Aircraft  Carrier  (DON  1995a).  The 
actual  vessel  that  fulfilled  the  BRAC  mandate  and  assumed  the  role  of  RANGER 

was  USS  JOHN  C.  STENNIS  (CVN-74).  Arriving  in  August  1998,  STENNIS  took 

—  - 
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over  one  CVs  worth  of  facility  support  infrastructure  at  NASNI.  NASNI  has  had 
the  historical  capacity  to  support  Ihree  aircraft  carriers. 

In  1998,  INDEPENDENCE  (at  that  time  the  Navy's  "forward  deployed"  carrier) 
reached  the  end  of  its  service  life  and  was  decommissioned.  KITTY  HAWK  was 
designated  as  its  replacement  and  left  NASNI  in  Jvdy  1998,  20  months  after  the 
Notice  of  Intent  for  this  EIS,  and  relocated  to  Yokosuka,  Japan.  This  resulted  in  a 
reduction  of  the  port  loading  at  NASNI  to  two  homeported  aircraft  carriers.  The 
USS  NIMTTZ  is  currently  undergoing  an  extended  maintenance  period  on  the 
East  Coast  and  will  require  a  homeport  berth  within  the  Pacific  Fleet  area.  Long 
range  plans  indicate  that  the  most  likely  arrival  date  on  the  West  Coast  for 
NIMITZ  wotdd  be  early  2002.  Were  the  Preferred  Alternative  selected,  this  would 
bring  NASNI  back  to  its  historical  three  carrier  port-loading  baseline. 

USS  CONSTELLATION  is  expected  to  reach  the  end  of  its  service  life  in 
approximately  2003.  At  that  time,  NASNI  would  once  again  experience  a 
reduction  in  port  loading  to  two  homeported  carriers  if  the  Preferred  Alternative 
were  selected  by  the  Navy.  The  same  long  range  plans  addressing  NIMITZ  also 
involve  replacing  CONSTELLATION  with  the  USS  RONALD  REAGAN.  It  is 
anticipated  this  will  happen  in  2005.  Once  again,  if  the  Preferred  Alternative  were 
selected,  it  wotdd  bring  NASNI  back  to  its  historical  three  carrier  port-loading 
baseline. 

The  closiure  of  Naval  Air  Station  (NAS)  Alameda,  California,  and  the  relocation 
of  two  CVNs  to  fleet  concentrations  in  San  Diego  and  the  Pacific  Nortiiwest  were 
carried  out  in  compliance  with  the  1993  Defense  Base  Realignment  and  Closiue 
Commission  (BRAC)  recommendations.  Consequently,  the  Department  of  the 
Navy  constructed  homeporting  facilities  for  one  CVN  at  NASNI  (DON  1995a) 
and  one  at  Puget  Sovmd  Naval  Shipyard  (PSNS),  Bremerton,  Washington  (DON 
1995b).  New  facilities  were  needed  at  NASNI  in  order  to  support  the 
homeporting  of  a  CVN,  since  prior  to  1998,  there  had  been  no  CVNs  homeported 
there.  At  tiie  time  the  Navy  proposed  tiie  construction  of  facilities  at  NASNI  to 
support  a  homeported  CVN,  the  Navy  prepared  an  EIS  to  present  the  analysis  of 
potential  environmental  effects  associated  with  that  action.  A  Final  EIS  for  tiiat 
project  was  completed  in  November  1995.  In  tiiis  Final  EIS,  the  Navy  stated, 
"The  proposed  action  of  this  EIS  does  not  affect  facilities  and  activities  required 
for  the  two  conventionally  powered  carriers  (CVs)  that  are  currently  homeported 
in  the  San  Diego  area.  However,  as  the  older  CVs  are  decommissioned,  they  will 
be  replaced  with  newer  CVNs.  Therefore,  a  decision  to  establish  the  capability 
to  support  one  CVN  in  the  San  Diego  area  makes  it  reasonably  foreseeable  that 
future  decisions  on  where  to  homeport  additional  CVNs  (CV  replacements) 
beyond  the  year  2000  cotild  result  in  their  being  proposed  for  homeporting  in  the 
San  Diego  area.  This  EIS,  therefore,  considers  Ihe  potential  cumulative 
environmental  impacts  of  CV  replacement  and  homeporting  a  total  of  three 
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H.1.32 


H.1.33 


_ Response _ 

CVNs  in  the  San  Diego  area.  The  Navy  is  not,  however,  developing  proposals 
addressing  where  to  homeport  new  CVNs  beyond  the  year  2000  at  this  time. 
When  the  Navy  does  develop  such  a  proposal,  it  will  prepare  the  appropriate 
NEPA  documentation."  llus  statement  was  intended  to  provide  public 
disclosure  of  reasonably  foreseeable  future  actions  that  were  not  ripe  for  decision 
at  that  time.  This  is  in  accordance  with  40  CFR  1508.7.  The  1995  EIS  also  states, 
"This  EIS,  therefore,  considers  the  potential  aunulative  impacts  of  CV 
replacement  and  homeporting  a  total  of  three  CVNs  in  San  Diego."  See  the  1995 
EIS,  Volume  1,  Chapter  6  (DON  1995a). 

The  U.S.  District  Court  for  the  Southern  District  of  California  evaluated  the 
Navy's  1995  EIS  wid\  regard  to  the  segmentation  issue  raised  by  ihe  City.  The 
District  Court  was  aware  of  die  Notice  of  Intent  (December  1996)  for  tins  EIS 
before  rendering  its  decision  on  the  1995  EIS  in  May  1997.  The  District  Court 
concurred  with  the  Navy's  implementation  of  NEPA,  and  concluded  that  the 
Navy  had  not  imderstated  the  potential  effects  of  a  larger  project  by  preparation 
of  two  documents  (segmentation).  In  a  Court  order  dated  May  12,  1997,  the 
Court  stated,  "Because  the  Court  finds  that  no  proposal  to  homeport  three  CVNs 
existed  prior  to  the  issuance  of  the  Final  EIS,  the  Final  EIS's  analysis  of  the 
possible  cumulative  impacts  of  potential  additional  home  ports  suffices  under 
NEPA." 

The  EIS  does  identify  tiie  effects  on  people.  The  EIS  analyzes  effects  on  the 
following  environmental  resources  in  addition  to  marine  water  quality  and 
marine  biology:  topography,  geology,  and  soils;  terrestrial  hydrology  and  water 
quality;  sediment  quality;  terrestrial  biology;  land  use;  socioeconomics; 
transportation;  transportation;  air  quality;  noise;  aesthetics;  ctdtural  resoxurces; 
general  services/access;  health  and  safety;  utilities;  and  environmental  justice. 

The  additional  traffic  that  would  be  generated  by  ttie  proposed  action  would 
increase  the  traffic  volumes  on  the  Coronado  streets  that  provide  access  to  the 
site.  As  the  maximum  development  proposed  action  scenario  (Alternatives  One, 
Two,  and  Three)  would  provide  capacity  to  homeport  two  additional  nuclear 
carriers  (CVNs),  the  increase  in  personnel  associated  with  the  larger  ships  would 
result  in  a  net  increase  of  27  vehicle  trips  during  the  peak  hours  and  150  trips 
throughout  an  average  day.  This  increase  in  traffic  voliunes  would  not  be 
significant  based  on  the  significance  criteria  outlined  in  the  Draft  EIS. 

Although  specific  traffic-related  mitigation  measures  are  not  needed  to  mitigate 
less  than  significant  impacts  of  the  proposed  action,  the  Navy  does  have  an 
ongoing  series  of  strategies  designed  to  reduce  the  level  of  traffic  generated  by 
NASNI,  such  as  a  ferry  system,  carpool/vanpool  programs,  installation  of 
bicycle  racks,  a  guaranteed  ride  home  program  (for  rideshare  users  with  a  mid¬ 
day  emergency),  and  an  educational  program  to  promote  these  strategies.  In 


H.l 


Volume  7  CVN  Homeporting  EIS  —  NASNI  Response  to  Comments 


Comment 

Number  Response 


addition,  the  Navy  is  considering  a  redesign  of  the  Main  Gate  so  that  ttie 
entrance  would  align  with  Third  Street  and  thereby  provide  a  more  direct 
connection  into  and  out  of  the  base. 

H.1.34  Your  comments  are  noted  and  are  included  in  the  Final  EIS. 

H.1.35  Purchases  of  local  shipbuilding  companies  by  other  defense  contractors,  and  the 

fact  that  these  defense  contractors  are  pursuing  bids  on  ship  repair,  are  common 
business  practice  and  are  beyond  the  scope  of  this  EIS. 

The  EIS  addresses  the  dry  dock  issue  in  section  2.3.2.I.  No  dry  dock  is  planned 
for  NASNI. 

H.1.36  Please  see  response  to  comment  0.10.28.  The  facility  Captain  Chamberlain  was 

referring  to  was  the  GIF. 

H.1.37  Your  comments  are  noted  and  are  included  in  the  Final  EIS.  Please  see 

responses  to  comments  0.12.8, 0.13.3, 0.13.5,  and  1.43.3. 

H.1.38  Your  comments  are  noted  and  are  included  in  the  Final  EIS. 

H.1.39  An  average  of  450  maintenance  workers  would  be  needed  to  support  DMF 

maintenance  activities  for  six  montti  CVN  PIAs  at  NASNI.  Each  CVN 
homeported  at  NASNI  would  require  two  six-month  PIAs  every  six  years.  Thus, 
if  three  CVNs  were  homeported  at  NASNI,  six  PIAs  would  be  conducted  every 
six  years,  averaging  one  PIA  per  year. 

In  addition  to  PIAs,  CVNs  must  imdergo  drydocking  PIAs  (DPIA)  once  every  six 
years.  These  maintenance  availabilities  would  be  done  outside  of  the  San  Ehego 
area,  and  would  last  for  approximately  11  months. 

The  BRAC  EIS  (DON  1995a)  evaluated  the  traffic  impact  of  DMF  workers  based 
on  a  one  PIA  in  one  year  concept.  The  EIS  determined  that  tiiere  would  be  no 
impact  because  of  overall  decreases  in  base  population  at  NASNI.  For  example, 
NASNI  has  already  experienced  a  decrease  of  about  2,500  personnel  since  tire 
BRAC  EIS  was  prepared  over  4  years  ago  (see  Volume  3,  Table  2-1).  While  the 
BRAC  EIS  analyzed  a  lesser  frequency  of  PIAs  (two  every  six  years),  it  did 
analyze  what  the  impact  of  one  PIA  in  one  year  would  be,  thus  boimding  the 
condition  of  this  EIS  where  an  average  of  one  PIA  each  year  would  be 
conducted.  Thus,  the  conclusion  of  no  impact  stated  the  BRAC  EIS  is  still  valid 
for  tiiis  EIS. 

Please  also  note  that  the  1995  BRAC  EIS  had  several  conservative  aspects  biult 
into  the  analysis.  (1)  The  1995  BRAC  EIS  estimated  the  average  DMF  workforce 
at  750  personnel  and  assessed  the  impacts  at  this  level.  The  Navy  overestimated 
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this  workforce  because  there  had  been  no  actual  experience  in  conducting  a  CVN 
PIA.  Now  that  the  Navy  has  conducted  several  PIAs,  the  average  workforce 
number  at  NASNI  has  been  lowered  to  450  personnel.  (2)  The  analysis  in  the 
1995  BRAC  EIS  did  not  accoimt  for  the  fact  that  DMF  workers  average  2.5 
persons  per  vehicle.  The  1995  BRAC  EIS  assessed  these  workers  as  all  single 
vehicle  operators.  Therefore  the  1995  BRAC  EIS  conservatively  assessed  the 
number  of  DMF  workers  and  boimded  the  impacts  of  one  PIA  per  year  in  its 
analysis. 

It  should  also  be  pointed  out  that  the  PIA  is  a  maintenance  activity  for  the  CVNs 
ttiat  would  essentially  replace  for  maintenance  overhaul  activities  that  are 
currently  performed  on  the  CVs.  The  CV  maintenance  activities  are  conducted 
periodically  by  the  Navy  and  contract  personnel  that  must  commute  to  NASNI 
during  the  maintenance  periods.  The  amoimt  of  work  for  CVs  and  CVNs  are 
similar  in  size;  therefore,  it  is  not  expected  that  CVN  PIA  activities  at  NASNI 
would  vary  greatly  from  past  CV  maintenance  activities  at  NASNI  or  result  in 
traffic  increases  in  Coronado. 

Please  note  that  the  total  amovmt  of  work  between  the  old  overhaul  system  and 
the  new  PIA  maintencince  system  has  not  appreciably  changed.  While  a  PIA  is  6 
months  in  length,  it  is  done  once  every  2  years.  Under  the  old  overhaul  system  it 
was  not  imcommon  to  perform  multiple  3+  month  SRAs  during  tire  same  time 
period.  The  main  advantage  of  the  PIA  system  is  that  it  affords  the  Navy  a  more 
even  tempo  of  operations  than  the  old  overhaul  system.  Please  also  note  that 
some  recent  NASNI  CV  SRAs  have  been  nearly  a  year  in  dturation  as  noted 
elsewhere  in  the  City's  comments.  Because  the  total  amount  of  work  has  not 
appreciably  changed  between  the  old  overhaul  system  and  the  new  PIA  system, 
the  Navy  does  not  consider  further  analysis  on  this  issue  necessary. 

The  traffic  analysis  presented  in  the  Draft  EIS  is  based  on  the  incremental 
increase  in  traffic  that  would  occur  as  a  result  of  the  proposed  action.  The 
baseline  condition  has  facilities  at  NASNI  to  support  two  conventional  aircraft 
carriers  (CVs)  and  one  nuclear  carrier  (CVN)  for  a  total  of  three  carriers,  while 
Alternatives  One,  Two,  and  Three  have  three  CVNs.  The  proposed  action  would 
not  result  in  two  additional  aircraft  carriers,  but  would  create  the  capacity  to 
homeport  two  additional  CVNs.  As  the  number  of  personnel  on  the  CVNs  is 
greater  than  that  on  the  CVs,  the  proposed  action  would  generate  approximately 
27  additional  vehicle  trips  during  the  peak  hours  and  150  trips  throughout  an 
average  day,  as  outlined  in  the  EIS.  The  analysis  indicates  that  a  traffic  increase 
of  this  magnitude  would  not  be  significant. 

Although  specific  traffic-related  mitigation  measures  are  not  needed  to  mitigate 
less  than  significant  impacts  of  the  proposed  action,  the  Navy  does  have  an 
ongoing  series  of  strategies  designed  to  reduce  the  level  of  traffic  generated  by 
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NASNI,  such  as  a  ferry  system,  carpool/vanpool  programs,  installation  of 
bicycle  racks,  a  guaranteed  ride  home  program  (for  rideshare  users  with  a  mid¬ 
day  emergency),  and  an  educational  program  to  promote  these  strategies.  In 
addition,  the  Navy  is  seeking  a  redesign  of  the  Main  Gate  so  that  the  entrance 
would  align  with  Third  Street  and  thereby  provide  a  more  direct  cormection  into 
and  out  of  the  base. 

H.1.41  This  comment  represents  the  public  hearing  transcript  for  James  Peugh  (San 

Diego  Audubon  Society  -  SDAS)  and  is  therefore  a  summary  of  the  SDAS  letter. 
Please  see  responses  to  comments  to  that  letter  (0.11). 

H.1.42  This  comment  represents  public  hearing  transcript  for  James  Peugh  (San  Diego 

Audubon  Society  -  SDAS)  and  is  therefore  a  summary  of  the  SDAS  letter.  Please 
see  responses  to  comments  to  that  letter  (0.11). 

H.1.43  It  is  not  within  the  scope  of  this  EIS  to  examine  tire  correctness  from  any  point  of 

view  of  building  nuclear  powered  aircraft  carriers.  Notwithstanding  the  GAO 
analysis,  the  Defeirse  Acquisitioirs  Board  (DAB)  decided  in  September  1998  that 
CVX  would  be  nuclear  powered.  This  decision  was  based  on  a  careful  analysis  of 
all  p>ertinent  data  including  the  Department  of  the  Navy's  evaluation  of  tactical 
flexibility,  operational  and  technical  risks,  and  funding  requirements  of  the  various 
alternatives.  For  further  detail,  please  see  the  response  to  comment  H.1.5. 

H.1.44  Please  see  response  to  comment  0.12.86. 

H.1.45  The  information  requested  regarding  the  BRAG  process  is  beyond  the  scope  of 

this  EIS. 

H.1.46  The  proposed  action  would  not  increase  the  numbers  of  aircraft  carriers.  Instead 

capacity  would  be  provided  to  homeport  up  to  two  additional  CVNs  for  a  total 
capacity  of  3  CVNs.  NASNI  has  tiie  current  capacity  of  1  CVN  and  2  CVs.  For  a 
discussion  of  national  seouity  concerns  in  San  Diego,  please  see  the  response  to 
comment  L.4.44. 

H.1.47  This  EIS  was  prepared  piursuant  to  the  National  Enviroiunental  Policy  Act, 

passed  by  Congress  in  1969.  The  Department  of  the  Navy  is  the  lead  agency 
authority  to  sign  a  Record  of  Decision  for  this  EIS. 

H.1.48  Your  comment  is  not  within  the  scope  of  this  EIS. 

H.1.49  Please  refer  to  responses  L.4.44  and  1.37.1  on  the  subject  of  terrorists  and  terrorist 

attacks  on  aircraft  carriers  in  San  Diego. 

H.1.50  Please  see  response  to  comment  H.1.3. 
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The  preferred  alternative  is  defined  in  the  Final  EIS.  Please  see  response  to 
comment  H.1.50.  The  final  decision  will  occur  not  less  than  30  days  after  the 
public  has  had  an  opportunity  to  review  the  Final  EIS.  There  will  be  no  decision 
imtil  the  ROD  is  published. 

Your  comments  are  noted  and  are  included  in  the  Final  EIS. 

The  traffic  analysis  presented  in  the  Draft  EIS  is  based  on  the  incremental 
increase  in  traffic  that  would  occiu*  as  a  resiilt  of  the  proposed  action.  The 
baseline  condition  has  facilities  at  NASNI  to  support  two  conventional  aircraft 
carriers  (CVs)  and  one  nuclear  carrier  (CVN)  for  a  total  of  three  carriers,  while 
Alternatives  One,  Two,  and  Three  have  fiuee  CVNs.  The  proposed  action  would 
not  result  in  two  additional  aircraft  carriers,  but  would  create  the  capacity  to 
homeport  two  additional  CVNs.  As  the  nvunber  of  persoimel  on  file  CVNs  is 
greater  than  that  on  the  CVs,  the  proposed  action  would  generate  approximately 
27  additional  vehicle  trips  during  the  peak  hours  and  150  trips  throughout  an 
average  day,  as  outlined  in  the  EIS.  The  analysis  indicates  that  a  traffic  increase 
of  this  magnitude  would  not  be  significant.  Please  refer  to  response  to  comment 
L.4.12  and  Table  3.9-4  in  the  Final  EIS,  Volume  1. 

Although  specific  traffic-related  mitigation  measiues  are  not  needed  to  mitigate 
less  than  significant  impacts  of  the  proposed  action,  the  Navy  does  have  an 
ongoing  series  of  strategies  designed  to  reduce  the  level  of  traffic  generated  by 
NASNI,  such  as  a  ferry  system,  carpool/vanpool  programs,  installation  of  bike 
racks,  a  guaranteed  ride  home  program  (for  rideshare  users  with  a  mid-day 
emergency),  and  an  educational  program  to  promote  these  strategies.  In 
addition,  the  Navy  is  considering  a  redesign  of  the  Main  Gate  so  that  the 
entrance  would  align  wifii  Third  Street  and  thereby  provide  a  more  direct 
connection  into  and  out  of  the  base. 

Your  comments  are  noted  and  are  included  in  the  Final  EIS. 

Although  no  specific  issues  were  noted  by  the  commentor,  the  Navy  notes  the 
commentor's  general  opinion  regarding  file  proposed  action. 

Although  no  specific  issues  were  noted  by  the  commentor,  the  Navy  notes  the 
commentor's  general  opinion  regarding  the  proposed  action. 

Although  no  specific  issues  were  noted  by  the  commentor,  the  Navy  notes  the 
commentor's  general  opinion  regarding  the  proposed  action. 

Your  comments  are  noted  and  are  included  in  the  Final  EIS. 

The  Draft  EIS  public  hearing  procedures  are  prescribed  by  the  Council  on 
Environmental  Quality  Implementation  of  Procedural  Provisions;  Final 
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Regulations  Guidelines  under  the  National  Environmental  Policy  Act  passed  by 
Congress  in  1969.  The  pubhc  hearing  process  is  a  formal  one  in  which  comments 
are  taken  from  the  public.  The  public  hearing  process  does  not  facilitate  a 
dialogue.  Comments  provided  during  the  public  hearing  and  written  comments 
provided  within  the  public  comment  period  are  formally  addressed  in  a  Final 
EIS.  Please  see  response  to  comment  H.1.1  above. 

H.1.59  Yoiur  comments  are  noted  and  are  included  in  the  Final  EIS. 
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SAN  DIEGO,  CALIFORNIA,  WEDNESDAY,  OCTOBER  28,  1998  1  Policy  Act,  or  NEPA.  NEPA. is  our  basic  charter 


H.2 


the  process  prescribed  in  the  National  Environmental  28  All  oral  and  written  comments  on  the  Draft 


H.2 


comments  will  be  in  the  final  EIS.  To  ensure  that  we 


have  recorded  all  of  your  comments,  a  transcript:  of  this  1  Pacific  Fleet.  That  adds  up  to  six  aircraft  carriers, 

meeting  will  be  prepared  by  our  Court  Reporter.  2  about  1600  airplanes,  and  more  than  57,000  people  who  make 

Now,  let's  get  started.  First  we  will  3  it  all  work.  They  are  out  there  every  single  day  carrying 

describe  NIMITZ-class  aircraft  carriers  and  the  need  for  4  out  their  mission  somewhere  in  the  world's  largest  ocean. 


H.2 


The  Pacific  Fleet  has  facilities  in  many  1  for  three  CVNs. 

locations,  but  they  are  concentrated  mainly  in  four  2  Two  of  these  CVNs  will  be  joining  the  Pacific 

geographic  areas:  Washington's  Puget  Sound  in  the  Pacific  3  Fleet  in  2002  and  2005  to  replace  two  older  conventionally 


o 


H.2 


Coronado,  California.  North  Island  was  recently  1  Closure  process,  referred  to  as  BRAC;  two,  at  least  one 

designated  a  CVN  home  port  and  just  received  the  2  CVN  will  continue  to  be  homeported  at  North  Island  to 

nuclear-powered  aircraft  carrier  in  August  of  1998.  3  comply  with  previous  BRAC  actions;  and  three,  the 

All  three  of  the  currently  designated  CVN  4  remaining  three  CVs  will  be  homeported  within  the  four 


H.2 


alternative  also  has  four  AOEs.  The  AOEs  are  currently  4  accessibility  to  the  sea  and  the  training  rang 

homeported  at  Puget  Sound  Naval  Shipyard.  Under  5  Harbor  Naval  Shipyard's  inaccessibility  to  the 


H.2 


alternative  two,  which  would  homeport  two  additional  CVNs  28  Approximately  1.2  to  two-and-a-half  acres  of 


dike  area  would  be  filled  behind  the  pier.  The  fill  1  The  Draft  EIS  analyzes  the  potential 

material  would  be  covered  with  a  concrete  cap  to  provide  a  2  environmental  effects  of  the  six  alternatives.  T 


H.2 


support  building,  equipment  laydown  building,  and  26  dredging  and  marine  construction  during  the  salmon 

lighting.  Improvements  to  the  security  fence  and  a  27  outmigration  season  and  from  construction  of  a  confined 

security  fence  would  also  be  needed.  28  disposal  facility,  if  needed.  These  impacts  would  be 


associated  with  all  five  of  the  action  alternatives.  1  Now  I'd  like  to  introduce  Mr.  Tom  Beckett  who 

Impacts  on  salmon  migration  could  be  mitigated  by  avoiding  2  will  discuss  the  Navy  Nuclear  Propulsion  Program. 


H.2 


litigated  by  providing  roadway  improvements  and  by  27  so  please  take  one  at  the  breaK  time. 

mplementation  of  a  trip  reduction  program.  28  In  the  past  50  years  the  Navy  has  logged  over 


000  reactor  years  and  115  billion  miles  steamed  on  1  occasionally  release  radioactivity,  but  what  it  does  mean 

clear  power  worldwide  safely.  There  has  never  been  a  2  is  that  reactor  plant  operations  which  release 


that  doesn't  mean  that  we  don't  28  near  port  when  the  reactors  are  being  operated  at  very  low 


Emergency  preparedness  is  a  normal  part  of  2  performed  the  detailed  radiological  analyses  which  looked 

ongoing  Navy  planning  and  training.  Emergency  3  at  the  potential  impacts  to  air,  water,  and  sediment 

preparedness  covers  a  wide  range  of  situations  from  events  4  quality.  Analyses  cover  impacts  to  humans  as  well  as  to 

such  as  fires,  to  less  frequent  situations.  Navy  plants  5  plant  and  animal  life.  The  analyses  were  conducted  using 


cs 


H.2 


potential  impacts  to  air,  water,  and  sediment  quality  from  28  nuclear  powered  ships  in  the  area  are  concentrated  at  the 


port  location.  For  North  Island  this  means  that  as  1  design. 

as  12  reactor  plants  representing  the  ten  submarines  2  Here  are  the  results  of  the 


H.2 


although  not  required  by  law,  are  part  of  the  Navy's  26  best,  unless  I  hear  something  different,  and  we  w; 
longstanding  commitment  to  obtain  an  independent  27  launch  into  the  speaker  part  of  it.  If  I  can  get 
consideration  of  important  elements  of  reactor  plant  28  the  contact  folks  to  bring  the  cards  out  that  we  1 


H.2 


Thank  you.  27  health  risks  are  still  unanswered,  and  they  have  seen 

28  iqnored.  The  health  risk  assessments  are  still  improperly 


pulated.  The  Navy  accident  record  is  still  hidden.  H.2,4  x  Bottom  line,  fifth  piece  of  this  puzzle  H.2.8 

safety  is  still  unprotected.  No  meaningful  actions  2  ignores  public  input,  and  most  important  to  communities. 

I 

been  taken  in  response  to  the  considered,  3  It's  most  objectionable  that  this  person  who  was 


o 


H.2 


aspects  of  this  project,  and  that's  the  nuclear  propulsion  26  on  loosely  compacted  landfill.  ] 

part.  It  violates  the  all  important  checks  and  balances  27  Why  are  we  concerned?  Put  very  simply,  H.2.U 

of  power  integral  to  our  society.  28  accidents  happen.  They  happen  to  everyone.  They  happen 


had  a  reactor  accident  in  the  history  of  naval  nuclear  4  happening  in  the  event  of  an  accident. 

propulsion,  but  that's  because  you  define  reactor  5  For  years  now  —  several  years  now  —  we  have 


f>jn^mvor^eocnoHfNr)^mvor'000>OH{NnTrtnvDr'CO 


H.2 


the  Navy's  accident  plans,  and  that  there  is  a  warning  27  in  the  last  few  weeks  trying  1 

system  and  Navy  based  personnel  will  be  inside  within  five  28  and  particularly  the  appendix 


H.2 


this  project  wasn't  in  Spanish,  nor  do  I  understand  why  I  2g  their  lives  have  been  changed  forever.  The  reason  they 

this  is  the  first  time  you  had  a  meeting  in  San  Diego.  27  came  here  was  to  replenish  their  immune  systems.  The 

We  are  already  victims  of  a  lot  of  j  H.2.19  23  fruit  in  their  country  has  been  changed.  The  structure 


H.2 


H.2 


In  fact,  having  chlorine  or  chlorination  in  our  26  Fact:  As  revealed  in  the  G.A.O.  report, 

ig  water  makes  some  of  them  more  apt  to  stick  into  27  nuclear  carriers  are  far  more  expensive  to  operate  and 

iv  and  cause  cancer.  What  an  ironic  twist  of  28  maintain  costing  over  $8  billion  over  a  50-year  life  span 


That's  58  percent  more  than  a  conventional  carrier  I  H.2.29  i  risk,  health  and  safety  of  our  communities  at  risk  from  H.2.35 


cost?  Is  it  worth  putting  the  health  and  28  a  lot  of  serious  flaws,  but  the  most  fundamental 


H.2 


to  what  is  on  the  ground  now,  and  the  potential  impacts  26  operations  must  be  documented  and  all  future  emissio] 
from  this  project  must  be  analyzed  compared  to  what  exists  27  both  toxic  and  criteria  pollutants  from  this  project 
now.  If  this  analysis  is  done  according  to  law,  the  real  28  be  documented. 


Additionally,  the  potential  impacts  from  the  ^.2.40  ^  provided  to  the  Court  Reporter.)  |  H.2.42 

:h  is  attached  to  those  carriers  hasn't  even  , 


list  of  names  with  proper  spellings  y  28  Thank  you. 


H.2.46 

1  H.2.47 
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disaster,  I  would  remind  you  that  more  people  died 


Unfortunately  by  trying  to  justify  conclusion  I  H.2.54  4  acknowledges  that  the 


H.2 


quote,  the  environmental  effects  from  constructing  and  26  flawed;  and  I  would  like  to  point  out  several  instances 
operating  facilities  and  infrastructure  needed  to  support  27  here  where  we  are  submitting  comments  that  will  outline 
three  NIMITZ-class  carriers,  close  quote,  and  requirement  28  many  of  these. 


that  reflects  the  comment  |  H.2.60  ^  that,  but  we  have  asked  for  a  special  committee  to  do  I  H.2.64 


H.2 


the  nuclear  propulsion  program.  The  E.P.A.  may  be  part  of 


JANICE  JORDAN:  Hello  my  name  is  Janice  Jordan.  I  H.2.67  ^  that  means  you  need  to  listen  to  us  and  be  a  part  of  us.  H.2.69 


Hf»n-^if>vor<oo 
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H.2 


Of  creating  a  new  job  for  the  industrial  I  28  building  conventional  carriers  instead.  I  have  asked  the 


congressman  to  introduce  legislation  which  would  stop  all  H.2.75  ^  protect  the  public  from  ridiculous  projects.  We  can  only  H.2.77 

funding  of  nuclear  carriers.  I  hope  everyone  here  will  do  2  ^^^h  increasing  public  awareness  and  pressure  on 

1  ilcGwi  sfi 

'  3  Congress  and  the  President  this  proposal  will  melt  down. 

I  also  plan  to  write  the  President  to  ask  him  . 


taxpayer  I  strongly  object  to  the  Navy  taking  further  26  only  a  few  hundred  yards  of  natural  shoreline  habitat  left 

risks  with  our  health  and  life  when  far  cheaper  options  27  in  North  Island.  And  so  while  the  proposed  mitigation 


significant  cumulatively.  H.2.78  ^  Nazis  lose  World  War  II?  They  ^H.2.80 

The  EIS  addresses  upland  and  marine  habitats,  2  believed  their  thing,  own  propaganda  would  conquer  the 

but  it  doesn't  even  mention  the  value  of  the  intertidal  3  Soviet  Union  in  three  months.  They  marched  in  Russia  with 


00 
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part  of  their  mission  in  life.  |  28  Tokyo.  It  is  a  very  big  player  in  our  travel  (inaudible). 


go  north  to  Nova,  that's  the  way  missiles  go.  H.2.80  i  It  is  gone  from  the  D.O.E.  People  can't  believe  it.  It  H.2.80 

need  for  carriers  to  be  1500  miles  south  of  2  has  been  ripped  out  of  many  library  books.  It  has  been 

It  is  called  the  great  circle  route.  Okay.  3  ripped  out  of  the  journal  and  the  pages  have  been 

This  looks  like  a  nuclear  fuel.  It  looks  4  renumbered.  If  you  look  for  a  magnifying  glass  you  can 


H.2 


all  U.S.  international  data  bases  except  for  this.  w  28  folks  may  think  you  have  a  secure  base  out  there.  You 


H.2 


of  a  word,  capability  to  actually  think  that  we  should  be  H.2.87  ^  BILLY  PAUL:  Good  evening.  I'm  sorry  I  wasn't  here  H.2.89 

foisted  with  the  possibility  of  three  nuclear  aircraft  2  earlier,  so  I  didn't  get  to  hear  the  rest  of  the 

carriers  with  the  health  risks  with  everything  else.  3  testimony.  I  was  working  today.  My  name  is  Billy  Paul 

The  aircraft  industry  has  promised  us  how  4  I'm  president  of  SEAPAW.  SEAPAW  stands  for  Safe 
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(List  of  names  and  correct  spellings  not  26  squash  it  and  haul  it  off  to  a  radiation  waste  yard.  They 

provided  to  the  Court  Reporter.)  27  also  had  to  go  to  his  apartment  and  strip  out  the  inside 

Thank  you.  28  of  the  apartment  and  take  that  —  because  of  the 
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H.2 


their  expectations.  I  think  it's  time  that  you  join  the  jt  28  monitoring  stations 


H  eg  r>  ^  tn  VO  r* 


ov  o 

H  CM 


1-4  eg  n  ^  in 

eg  eg  fg  eg  eg 


VO  CO 

eg  eg  eg 


awful  lot  of  veterans,  they  have  jf  28  Everett  and  also  at  Pearl,  and  yet  it  doesn't  seem  to  be 


buy  any  weapon  that  is 


”We  carried  out  many  trials  to  try  to  find  the  answer  to  H.2.100  i  Tonight  you  are  witnessing  a  local  population  H.2.101 

the  fast,  low  level  intruder,  but  there  is  no  adequate  2  which  is  waking  up  to  the  very  real  threat  that  nuclear 

defense.”  That's  ”Air”  by  Marshal  J.E.  Johnny  Johnson  of  3  homeoortina  ooses  to  us  and  to  our  families.  The  ' 


H.2 


expert.  I'm  a  mom  and  a  grandmother  and  a  general  manager  26  Yokosuka,  and  I  believe  Yokosuka,  Japan  will  not  allow 

of  a  6,000  member  food  co-op  which  is  directly  in  the  path  27  nuclear  ships  into  their  country,  and  I  envy  Yokosuka  and 

of  wind  currents  from  Coronado.  ^  28  wish  that  San  Diego  could  become  like  Yokosuka  and  not 


H.2 


would  showcase  such  disdain  i  ‘  *  28  dump.  Please  pack  a  lead  jumpsuit  to  wear  at  the  stadium 


H.2 


While  1  can't  speak  for  these  other  26  managemeni:  ana  ouagec  reveaxea  au  a.. 

organizations  of  which  I  am  a  member  and  a  board  on  two  of  27  average  of  a  D  grade  of  federal  agencies.  And  as 

them,  the  United  States  Nations  Association,  San  Diego  |  28  Representative  Horne  said,  no  one  graduates  from  college 


H.2 


disturbing  to  nauseating.  There  is  specific  problems  j  28  GINNA  McDONOUGH:  My  name  is  Ginna  McDonough.  I'm  I  H.2.111 


want  to  know  if  that  is,  and  I  want  your  I  H.2.112  i  whatever  your  sign 


H.2 


H.2 


well  who  would  like  to  know  if  their  children  are  at  risk  I  27  Bethesda,  Maryland 


It's  been  a  long  night  for  you  I  know,  and  4  could  handle  that  situation  without  incredible  risks,  an 

well.  There  has  been  a  lot  of  information.  And  5  we  have  talked  about  a  lot  of  those  tonight.  Everything 


H.2 


think  that  there  are  really  some  important  things  that  i  28  have  been  given  so  many  reasons  why  not  to  do  this.  And 


H.2 


UNIDENTIFIED  SPEAKER:  Will  they  be  answered  in 


H.2 


that  we  have  held  five  public  hearings  before 


SD  Co.  Hearing  10-28-98  Comments  in  Spanish  (Unintelligible) 

Sonia  Rodriguez 

Luz  Palomino  I  oppose  it.  1  do  not  want  any  more  nuclear  aircraft  carriers  in  San  H.2.93 

Good  evening.  My  name  is  (Unintelligible)  and  I  live  at  2463  Diego. 
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San  Diego  Hearing 

H.2.1  Your  comments  are  noted  and  are  included  in  the  Final  EIS. 

H.2.2  Your  comments  are  noted  and  are  included  in  the  Final  EIS. 

H.2.3  Section  1.1  of  the  EIS  discusses  the  process  of  public  participation  required  rmder 

NEPA.  The  Navy  will  use  this  EIS,  including  the  public's  comments  on  the  Draft 
EIS,  in  conjimction  with  other  relevant  materials,  in  making  their  decision 
regarding  the  homeporting  of  the  three  CVNs  in  tiie  Pacific  Fleet  currently  imder 
consideration. 

H.2.4  NNPP-related  comments  in  this  testimony  are  also  made  in  the  EHC's  letter, 

0.12.  Please  see  the  Navy  responses  to  these  comments. 

H.2.5  The  comment  addresses  the  process  the  Navy  has  used  to  make  decisions 

regarding  the  homeporting  of  CVNs  in  the  Pacific  Fleet.  The  sequence  of  events 
affecting  the  decisions  to  home  port  CVNs  in  San  Diego,  and  the  chronology  of 
CVN  homeporting,  along  with  flie  decommissioning  of  CVs  in  the  Pacific  Fleet, 
is  discussed  in  detail  in  response  to  comment  L.4.5.  The  Navy  had  not,  at  tiie 
time  of  preparation  of  the  1995  EIS  for  the  BRAC  CVN,  formulated  a  proposal  for 
how  to  meet  the  need  of  facilities  for  two  more  CVNs  in  the  Pacific  Fleet. 
However,  ti\e  Navy  did  anticipate  that  in  the  future,  a  proposal  woxild  be 
formtdated,  and  that  tiie  alternatives  could  include  facilities  at  NASNI. 
Therefore,  a  larger  project  was  not  segmented  into  two  smaller  projects  for  the 
purpose  of  avoiding  more  rigorous  environmental  analysis.  Further,  although  a 
"proposal"  had  not  been  formulated  such  that  it  could  be  analyzed  on  a  "co¬ 
equal"  basis  in  the  1995  EIS,  it  was  reasonably  foreseeable  that  a  future  project 
could  include  additional  facilities  at  NASNI.  Since  it  was  reasonably 
foreseeable,  the  potential  effects  were  included  in  the  analysis  of  cumulative 
effects  in  that  document.  The  1995  EIS  states,  "This  EIS,  therefore,  considers  the 
potential  cumulative  impacts  of  CV  replacement  and  homeporting  a  total  of 
three  CVNs  in  San  Diego."  See  Volume  1  of  the  1995  EIS,  Chapter  6  (DON 
1995a). 

H.2.6  Two  public  hearings  on  the  Draft  EIS  have  been  held  in  the  San  Diego  region 

and  public  testimony  received,  as  required  vmder  NEPA.  The  Navy  does  not 
currently  have  plans  to  have  a  foUow-on  community  workshop  for  an  informal 
dialogue.  Concerns  generated  during  the  pubHc  review  of  the  EIS  will  be 
considered  by  Navy  personnel  responsible  for  making  decisions  regarding  the 
proposed  action.  Navy  representatives  at  the  EIS  public  hearings  are  directly 
involved  with  this  decision-making  process,  and  provide  recommendations  to 
the  Secretary  of  the  Navy  regarding  the  preferred  alternative  to  be  implemented. 
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Comment 

Number _ Response _ _ 

Furthermore,  the  Navy  ensures  that  the  EIS  decisionmaker  has  a  complete  copy 
of  the  public  hearing  transcripts.  The  Navy  believes  that  the  objective  sought  by 
die  comment  is  met  by  the  fact  that  the  transcript  of  the  public  hearing  is 
prepared  and  reviewed  as  part  of  the  NEPA  process  leading  up  to  the  Record  of 
Decision. 

The  Department  of  Toxic  Substances  Control,  in  an  Order  Denying  Petition  For 
Review  of  the  Environmental  Health  Coalition,  Peace  Resource  Center  of  San 
Diego,  and  Stephanie  Kaupp's  challenge  to  the  permitting  of  the  Mixed  Waste 
Storage  Facility  at  NASNI  (ID  No.  CAR  000  019  430;  Docket  HWCA  98/99  - 
P012),  responded  to  this  issue  with  the  following: 

Petitioners  are  incorrect  in  tiieir  assertion  that  members  of  the  public 
have  a  "right"  to  speak  directly  to  the  decision-maker  (i.e.,  that  the 
Department  official  that  signs  the  Permit  must  also  be  the  hearing 
officer).  Nevertheless,  the  Department  ensures  that  the  official  who  signs 
the  Permit  has  a  complete  transcript  of  the  public  hearing  for  review. 
The  Department  believes  that  the  objective  sought  by  Petitioners  is  met 
by  the  fact  that  a  transcript  of  the  public  hearing  is  prepared  and 
reviewed  as  part  of  the  final  permit  decisionmaking  process. 
Furthermore,  there  is  not  basis  to  believe  tiiat  the  permit  decision  or 
conditions  would  be  altered  if  the  hearing  officer  for  the  public  hearing 
also  signed  the  Permit  itself. 

H.2.7  Please  see  response  to  comment  0.10.23. 

H.2.8  Please  see  response  to  comment  H.2.6. 

H.2.9  Your  comments  are  noted  and  are  included  in  the  Final  EIS. 

H.2.10  Construction  of  the  Depot  Maintenance  Facility  was  covered  in  the  Navy's  1995 

Final  Environmental  Impact  Statement  for  the  Development  of  Facilities  in  San 
Diego /Coronado  to  Support  the  Homeporting  of  One  NIMITZ-Class  Aircraft 
Carrier.  However,  it  is  important  to  note  that  all  aspects  of  facilities  design, 
construction,  and  modification  conform  to  national  and  local  regulatory  codes, 
which  include  distance  limits  for  siting  from  an  earthquake  faxdt.  The  design  of 
the  facility  follows  conservative  methods  widely  accepted  by  the  engineering 
commimity  and  provides  additional  "factors  of  safety"  in  redimdant  structural 
design  features.  For  radiological  facilities,  the  Naval  Nuclear  Propulsion 
Program  uses  standard  design  features  that  have  been  developed  to  minimize 
potential  risk  to  the  environment,  to  the  general  public,  and  to  workers. 
Stringent  design  criteria  comply  with  aU  building  codes,  including  those 
applicable  to  earthquakes.  Dining  construction,  "state-of-the-art"  construction 
techniques  along  with  rigorous  field  observation  and  inspection  are  used  where 
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H.2.11 

H.2.12 

H.2.13 

H.2.14 

H.2.15 

H.2.16 

H.2.17 

H.2.18 
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Response 


appropriate  to  ensxire  a  solid  and  competent  foundation  imder  all  credible 
seismic  loading  conditions. 

Also,  contrary  to  the  commentor's  assertion,  the  Navy  is  not  proposing  to  make 
Nortti  Island  a  nuclear  waste  disposal  facility.  As  was  described  in  the  response 
to  0.12.69,  low-level  radioactive  waste  will  be  shipped  to  off-site  treatment  and 
disposal  facilities  as  soon  as  practicable,  with  consideration  given  to  minimizing 
the  number  of  truck  shipments  and  the  availability  of  those  facilities.  The  Navy 
does  not  dispose  of  it  low-level  radioactive  waste  at  its  facilities. 

Please  see  response  to  comment  0.12.216. 

Please  see  responses  to  conunents  0.12.86  and  0.12.44. 

Please  see  responses  to  comments  L.4.47  and  L.4.36. 

Your  comments  are  noted  and  are  included  in  the  Final  EIS. 

Although  no  specific  issues  were  noted  by  the  commentor,  the  Navy  notes  the 
commentor's  general  opinion  regarding  the  proposed  action. 

Please  see  responses  to  comments  L.4.34, 0.12.25,  and  0.12.190. 

Your  comments  are  responded  to  in  this  Final  EIS  (see  above  responses). 

The  Navy  does  not  consider  that  translation  of  the  Draft  EIS  into  Spanish  is 
required  to  ensure  that  low  income  and  minority  popidations  have  the 
opportunity  to  fuUy  participate  in  the  NEPA  process.  A  scoping  meeting  to 
discuss  the  issues  to  be  addressed  in  the  EIS  was  held  in  Coronado  on  10 
February  1998.  Since  that  time,  the  Navy  has  acknowledged  the  necessity  of 
including  a  public  hearing  in  San  Diego.  Notices  of  availability  for  the  Draft  EIS 
were  placed  in  La  Prensa.  All  responses  to  public  comments  generated  during  the 
public  comment  period  provided  in  Spanish  are  translated  into  Spanish.  The 
comments  are  annotated  to  ensure  that  the  reader  has  sufficient  rmderstanding 
of  the  EIS  materials  without  needing  to  read  the  EIS  itself.  The  Notice  of 
Availability  (NOA),  is  translated  in  Spanish,  and  a  telephone  888  support  hot 
tine  is  available  in  Spanish  as  well. 

La  Marina  de  los  Estados  Unidos  no  considera  que  la  traduccion  al  espanol  del  Draft  EIS 
(Estudio  de  Impacto  al  Medio  Ambiente)  es  requerida  para  asegurar  que  la  poblacion  de 
bajos  recursos  y  las  minortas  tengan  la  oportunidad  de  participar  totalmente  en  el 
proceso  conocido  como  NEPA.  Una  reunion  para  analizar  los  temas  que  sertan  tratados 
en  el  EIS  (Estudio  de  Impacto  al  Medio  Ambiente)  se  llevo  a  cabo  en  Coronado  el  10  de 
febrero  de  1998.  Desde  aquel  momento,  la  Marina  de  los  Estados  Unidos  ha  reconocido 
la  necesidad  de  incluir  al  publico  en  la  reunion  de  San  Diego.  Los  avisos  de 
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disponibilidad  para  el  Draft  EIS  (Estudio  de  Impacto  al  Medio  Ambiente)  fueron 
publicados  en  La  Prensa  .  Todas  las  respuestas  a  los  comentarios  publicos  generados 
durante  el  pertodo  de  comentarios  publicos  que  fueron  provistos  en  espanol  son 
traducidos  al  ingles.  Los  comentarios  son  anotados  para  asegurar  que  el  lector  tenga  un 
entendimiento  suficiente  de  los  materiales  del  EIS  (Estudio  de  Impacto  al  Medio 
Ambiente)  sin  la  necesidad  de  tener  que  leerlo  en  su  totalidad.  El  Aviso  de 
Disponibilidad  (NOA),  estd  traducido  al  espanol  y  hay  una  Itnea  telefdnica  888  que 
tambien  estd  disponible  en  espanol. 

The  air  quality  analysis  in  the  Draft  EIS  is  based  on  compHance  with  national 
and  state  ambient  air  quality  standards.  These  standards  represent  allowable 
atmospheric  concentrations  at  which  the  public  healtii  and  welfare  are  protected 
and  include  a  reasonable  margin  of  safety  to  protect  the  more  sensitive 
individuals  in  the  population,  such  as  elderly  people  and  children.  Since  the 
proposed  action  alternatives  would  not  exceed  any  ambient  air  quality  standard, 
public  health  would  be  protected  from  tire  effects  of  the  proposed  action 
alternatives.  Toxic  air  contaminants  (TACs)  emissions  from  the  proposed 
dredging  and  disposal  actions  at  NASNI  would  produce  insignificant  health 
impacts  to  the  public. 

Ciunulative  impacts  from  past  projects  that  affect  local  air  qucdity  and  toxic 
waste  emissions  were  taken  into  account  in  this  EIS.  This  EIS  presents  data  that 
concludes  there  would  be  no  significant  impacts  to  the  fish  community  from  the 
proposed  action.  Fish  would  avoid  dredge  areas,  so  they  would  likely  not  be 
affected  by  any  contaminants  resuspended  during  dredging. 

El  andlisis  de  la  calidad  del  aire  en  el  Draft  EIS  (Estudio  de  Impacto  al  Medio  Ambiente) 
estd  basado  en  el  cumplimiento  con  las  normas  de  la  calidad  del  aire  ambiental  nacional  y 
estatal.  Estas  normas  representan  las  concentraciones  atmosfericas  permisibles  en  las 
cuales  el  bienestar  y  la  salud  publica  estdn  protegidas  e  incluye  un  margen  razonable  de 
seguridad  para  proteger  los  individuos  mds  sensibles  dentro  de  la  poblacidn,  tales  como 
las  personas  mayores  y  los  nihos.  Como  las  acciones  alternativas  propuestas  no 
excederian  ninguna  norma  de  la  calidad  del  aire  ambiental,  la  salud  publica  estaria 
protegida  de  los  efectos  de  las  acciones  alternativas  propuestas.  Las  emisiones  de  los 
contaminantes  toxicds  del  aire  (TAC)  causadas  por  el  dragado  propuesto  y  por  las 
acciones  de  deshecho  en  NASNI,  producirian  un  impacto  insignificante  en  la  salud 
publica. 

Los  impactos  cumulativos  de  proyectos  pasados  que  afectan  la  calidad  del  aire  local  y  las 
emisiones  de  residuos  toxicos,  fueron  tornados  en  cuenta  en  este  EIS  (Estudio  de  Impacto 
al  Medio  Ambiente).  Este  EIS  (Estudio  de  Impacto  al  Medio  Ambiente)  presenta  datos 
que  concluyen  que  no  habria  impactos  significativos  en  la  vida  marina  debido  a  la  accion 
propuesta.  Los  peces  evitarian  las  areas  de  dragado,  asi  que  probablemente  no  serian 
afectados  por  ninguno  de  los  contaminantes  en  suspenso  despues  del  dragado. 
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Purchases  of  local  shipbuilding  companies  by  other  defense  contractors,  and  the 
fact  lhat  these  defense  contractors  are  pursuing  bids  on  ship  repair,  are  common 
business  practice  and  are  beyond  the  scope  of  this  EIS.  The  fact  that  defense 
contractors  may  be  qualified  to  perform  NI^P  radiological  work  does  not  imply 
that  NNPP  radiological  work  would  be  performed:  (1)  in  locations  other  than  the 
NASNI  CIF  or  (2)  in  my  different  manner  than  the  uniform  standards 
established  by  the  NNPP.  The  piuchases  would  not  affect  the  amoimt  of 
maintenance  performed  on  homeported  CVNs. 

Pollution  impacts  of  the  Navy's  action  to  homeport  USS  JOHN  C.  STENNIS  at 
NASNI  were  addressed  in  the  Navy's  1995  Final  Environmental  Impact 
Statement  for  the  Development  of  Facilities  in  San  Diego /Coronado  to  Support 
the  Homeporting  of  One  NIMITZ-Class  Aircraft  Carrier.  Please  see  response  to 
comment  H.2.19a  for  a  discussion  of  air  quality  impacts  in  this  EIS. 

The  EIS  has  evaluated  a  wide  variety  of  accidents  and  has  determined  that  the 
radiological  risks  are  not  significant.  No  vessels  would  be  constructed  as  part  of 
the  proposed  action.  The  CVNs  homeported  there  would  receive  maintenance  at 
the  facility  at  NASNI,  witii  out-of-water  maintenance,  the  Docking  Planned 
Incremental  Availability  (DPIA)  occurring  once  every  6  years  at  PSNS,  in 
Bremerton,  Washington.  Hazardous  material  use  and  storage  would  occur  at 
NASNI  consistent  with  existing  practices.  Adequate  hazardous  waste  capacity 
exists  to  accommodate  material  generated  by  the  capacity  to  homeport  two 
additional  CVNs.  No  impact  to  neighborhoods  outside  of  NASNI  would  occtir. 

Las  compras  de  compamas  locales  de  astilleros  por  otros  contratistas  de  defensa,  y  el 
hecho  que  estos  contratistas  de  defensa  estdn  llevando  a  cabo  licitaciones  para 
reparaciones  de  buques,  son  un  prdctica  comercial  comun  y  estdn  mas  alia  del  alcance  de 
este  EIS  (Estudio  de  Impacto  al  Medio  Ambiente).  El  hecho  que  los  contratistas  de 
defensa  puedan  estar  capacitados  para  desempehar  trabajos  radiologicos  NNPP  no 
implica  que  el  trabajo  radiologico  NNPP  pueda  ser  desempehando:  (1)  en  otras 
ubicaciones  aparte  de  la  NASNI  CIF  o  (2)  en  alguna  manera  diferente  que  los  estdndares 
uniformes  establecidos  por  el  NNPP.  Las  compras  no  afectarian  la  cantidad  de 
mantenimiento  llevada  a  cabo  en  los  CVN  que  estdn  en  el  puerto  base. 

Los  impactos  de  contaminacion  de  la  accion  de  la  Marina  al  USS  JOHN  C.  STENNIS  en 
el  puerto  base  en  NASNI  fueron  tratados  en  1995  en  la  Declaracion  Final  de  Impacto 
Medio  Ambiental  para  el  Desarrollo  de  Instalaciones  en  San  Diego  /  Coronado  para  el 
Soporte  de  Puerto  Base  de  un  Portaaviones  Clase  NIMUZ.  Por  favor  vease  la  respuesta 
al  comentario  H.2.19  a  para  la  discusion  sobre  el  impacto  a  la  calidad  del  aire  en  este  EIS 
(Estudio  de  Impacto  al  Medio  Ambiente). 

El  EIS  (Estudio  de  Impacto  al  Medio  Ambiente)  ha  evaluado  una  amplia  variedad  de 
accidentes  y  ha  determinado  que  los  riesgos  radiologicos  no  son  significativos.  Ningun 
buque  sera  construido  como  parte  de  la  accion  propuesta.  Los  CVN's  en  el  puerto  base 
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recibirdn  mantenimiento  en  la  instalacion  en  NASNI,  con  mantenimiento  en  seco,  con  la 
Disponibilidad  Incrementada  de  Atraco  Planeado  (DPIA)  ocurriendo  una  vez  cada  seis 
anos  en  PSNS,  en  Bremerton,  Washington.  El  uso  y  el  almacenaje  de  materiales 
peligrosos  ocurrirta  en  NASNI,  consistente  con  las  prdcticas  actuales.  Existen 
capacidades  adecuadas  para  materiales  peligrosos  para  acomodar  el  material  generado  por 
la  capacidad  de  tener  dos  adicionales  CVN's  en  el  puerto  base.  No  ocurrirdn  impactos  a 
los  vecindarios  afuera  de  NASNI. 

A  wide  range  of  hypothetical  accidents  was  considered  in  tiie  development  of 
ttte  analysis  presented  in  the  EIS.  The  results  of  all  the  analyses  of  both  normal 
operations  and  hypothetical  accidents  indicate  that  there  would  be  no  significant 
radiological  impacts  from  homeporting  and  maintaining  NIMITZ-class  aircraft 
carriers  or  operating  NIMITZ-class  aircraft  carrier  maintenance  facilities. 

En  el  desarrollo  de  los  andlisis  presentados  en  el  EIS  (Estudio  de  Impacto  al  Medio 
Ambiente)  se  consideraron  una  amplia  diversidad  de  accidentes  hipoteticos.  Los 
resultados  de  todos  los  andlisis,  tanto  de  operaciones  normales  como  de  accidentes 
hipoteticos  indican  que  no  habrdn  impactos  radiologicos  significantes  por  el  puerto  base 
y  mantenimiento  de  portaaviones  clase  NIMITZ,  ni  por  la  operacion  de  instalaciones  de 
mantenimiento  de  portaaviones  clase  NIMITZ. 

The  Navy's  plan  for  emergency  response  is  included  in  section  7.5  of  tiie  EIS. 
The  EIS  states  that  emergency  planning  and  emergency  response  is  included  as 
an  integral  part  of  ongoing  NNPP  operations  to  ensure  the  Navy  is  prepared  to 
handle  accidental  releases  of  radioactivity.  In  the  highly  unlikely  event  of  an 
emergency,  the  Navy  would  promptly  notify  State  and  local  officials,  and  would 
communicate  with  those  officials.  Any  action  needed  to  protect  the  public  would 
be  handled  by  State  and  local  officials  using  existing  plans  for  emergencies  from 
natural  events,  such  cis  earthquakes  or  hurricanes.  In  addition,  it  is  important  to 
note  that  since  the  inception  of  the  NNPP  almost  half  a  centvuy  ago,  there  has 
never  been  a  reactor  accident  associated  with  the  Program,  which  has 
accumulated  over  5,000  reactor  years  of  operation.  In  addition,  there  has  never 
been  any  release  of  radioactivity  that  has  had  a  significant  effect  on  the  public  or 
tire  envirorunent.  The  Navy's  l^torical  record  of  safe  and  responsible  operation 
of  nuclear  powered  warships  is  discussed  in  Volume  I,  Chapter  7  of  the  EIS. 

Two  public  hearings  on  the  Draft  EIS  have  been  held  in  the  San  Diego  region 
and  public  testimony  received,  as  required  under  NEPA.  The  Navy  does  not 
currently  have  plans  to  have  a  foUow-on  commimity  workshop  for  an  informal 
dialogue.  Concerns  generated  dming  the  public  review  of  the  EIS  will  be 
considered  by  Navy  personnel  responsible  for  making  decisions  regarding  the 
proposed  action.  Navy  representatives  at  the  EIS  public  hearings  are  directly 
involved  with  this  decision-making  process,  and  provide  recommendations  to 
the  Secretary  of  the  Navy  regarding  the  preferred  alternative  to  be  implemented. 
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Fvurthermore,  the  Navy  ensures  that  the  EIS  decisionmaker  has  a  complete  copy 
of  the  pubHc  hearing  transcripts.  The  Navy  believes  that  the  objective  sought  by 
the  comment  is  met  by  the  fact  that  the  transcript  of  the  public  hearing  is 
prepared  and  reviewed  as  part  of  the  NEPA  process  leading  up  to  the  Record  of 
Decision. 

Please  see  responses  to  comments  L.4.48, 0.12.78,  and  0.12.190  regarding  issues 
raised  in  this  comment. 

Information  on  low-level  radiation  exposure  and  risk  are  addressed  in 
Appendices  E  and  F  of  the  EIS  and  in  response  0.12.190.  Non-cancer  risks  are 
addressed  in  comment  0.12.27. 

The  Navy  is  aware  of  two  studies  that  specifically  address  alpha  and  beta 
radioactivity  in  San  Diego  Bay.  The  first  is  the  San  Diego  Bay  Health  Risk  Study, 
which  is  described  in  response  0.12.127.  The  second  is  a  study  chartered  by  the 
San  Diego  Association  of  Governments.  The  SANDAG  205(J)  study  included 
efforts  to  characterize  the  levels  of  total  alpha  and  beta  radiation  in  bottom 
sediments  throughout  the  bay,  but  outside  of  the  Naval  restricted  areas.  The 
results  of  this  study  (San  Diego  Bay  Cleanup  Project  Under  Section  205Q)  of  the 
Clean  Water  Act,  January  1992)  identified  that  aU  radioactivity  levels  were 
evaluated  to  be  at  backgroimd  levels  by  the  California  Department  of  Health 
Services.  Since  the  predominant  radionuclide  associated  witti  NNPP  work  is 
cobalt  60,  which  emits  gamma  radioactivity,  it  is  impossible  to  conclude  that 
NNPP  work  is  the  sovurce  of  the  radioactivity  detected  based  solely  on  gross 
alpha  and  beta  activity. 

Extensive  Navy  radiological  monitoring  in  the  San  Diego  Bay  area,  performed 
quarterly  and  publicly  reported  annually  for  30  years  by  the  Navy,  and 
independent  radiological  siuveys  performed  by  EPA  in  1967,  1986,  and  1997, 
discovered  no  radioactivity  associated  with  nuclear  propulsion  in  any  Bay 
aquatic  life. 

The  EIS  concludes  that  there  are  no  significant  impacts  to  the  public's  health  and 
safety  (please  see  sections  3.15  (Volume  1),  and  Appendix  E,  Appendix  F,  and 
Appendix  J  in  Volume  2. 

Notwithstanding  the  GAO  analysis,  the  Defense  Acquisitions  Board  (DAB) 
decided  in  September  1998  that  CVX  would  be  nuclear  powered.  This  decision 
was  based  on  a  careful  analysis  of  aU  pertinent  data  including  the  Department  of 
the  Navy's  evaluation  of  tactical  flexibility,  operational  and  technical  risks,  and 
funding  requirements  of  file  various  alternatives.  For  further  detail,  please  see  the 
response  to  comment  H.1.5. 
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Please  see  responses  to  comments  0.12.55  and  1.80.2. 

Please  see  responses  to  comments  0.12.55  and  1.80.2. 

Please  see  responses  to  comments  0.12.55  and  1.80.2. 

Please  see  responses  to  comments  0.12.55  and  1.80.2. 

Please  see  responses  to  comments  0.12.55  and  1.80.2. 

Please  see  responses  to  comments  0.12.55  and  1.80.2. 

Your  comments  are  noted  and  are  included  in  ttie  Final  EIS.  Please  see  the 
response  to  comment  H.1.5  above. 

Please  see  responses  to  comments  0.12.55  and  1.80.2. 

Please  see  responses  to  comments  0.12.55  and  1.80.2. 

Yom  comments  are  noted  and  are  included  in  the  Final  EIS. 

A  chronology  of  events  resulting  in  the  potential  replacements  for  aircraft 
carriers  planned  for  decommissioning  in  the  San  Diego  area  is  provided  to  help 
the  reader  understand  how  NASNI  has  customarily  been  home  port  for  tiuee 
aircraft  carriers. 

In  the  1980s,  the  Navy  reduced  the  size  of  its  active  aircraft  carriers  from  15  to  12: 
six  in  the  Atlantic  Fleet  and  six  in  the  Pacific  Fleet.  Before  that  time,  NASNI  had 
been  the  homeport  for  at  least  three  aircraft  carriers.  In  the  early  1970s,  this 
included  USS  HCONDEROGA,  USS  KITTY  HAWK,  and  USS 
CONSTELLATION;  in  die  mid-1970s,  USS  RANGER,  KITTY  HAWK,  and 
CONSTELLAHON;  throughout  the  1980s,  RANGER,  KITTY  HAWK,  and 
CONSTELLATION;  and  in  the  early  1990s,  a  combination  of  USS 
INDEPENDENCE,  (while  KITTY  HAWK  and/or  CONSTELLATION  were 
undergoing  their  Service  Life  Extension  effort  in  Philadelphia,  Pennsylvania), 
KITTY  HAWK,  CONSTELLATION,  and  RANGER.  All  ships  listed  above  are  or 
were  conventionally  powered  carriers,  or  "CVs."  In  1993,  RANGER  was 
decommissioned  at  the  end  of  its  service  life  and  removed  from  NASNI, 
temporarily  reducing  the  port-loading  to  two  CVs. 

The  closure  of  Naval  Air  Station  (NAS)  Alameda,  California,  and  the  relocation 
of  two  CVNs  to  fleet  concentrations  in  San  Diego  and  the  Pacific  Northwest  were 
carried  out  in  compliance  with  the  1993  Defense  Base  ReaHgnment  and  Closure 
Commission  (BRAC)  recommendations.  Consequently,  the  Department  of  the 
Navy  constructed  homeporting  facilities  for  one  CVN  at  NASNI  (DON  1995a) 
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and  one  at  Puget  Soimd  Naval  Shipyard  (PSNS),  Bremerton,  Washington  (DON 
1995b).  Because  there  were  no  CVN  homeport-capable  berths  at  NASNI,  the 
Navy  was  allowed  to  shift  both  NAS  Alameda  CVNs  to  the  Pacific  Northwest, 
pending  completion  of  construction  of  suitable  homeport  facilities  at  NASNI. 
Those  facilities  were  the  subject  of  an  EIS  entitled  Environmental  Impact  Statement 
for  the  Development  of  Facilities  in  San  Diego  to  Support  the  Homeporting  of  One 
NIMITZ  Class  Aircraft  Carrier  (DON  1995a).  The  actual  vessel  that  fulfilled  the 
BRAC  mandate  and  assiuned  the  role  of  RANGER  was  USS  JOHN  C.  STENNIS 
(CVN-74).  Arriving  in  August  1998,  STENNIS  took  over  one  CVs  worth  of 
facility  support  infrastructure  at  NASNI.  NASNI  has  had  the  historical  capacity 
to  support  three  aircraft  carriers. 

The  environmental  analysis  in  an  EIS  correlates  to  the  level  of  planning  for  a 
particular  project.  If  the  planning  has  evolved  such  that  the  agency  has 
formulated  a  project  to  meet  a  particular  need,  the  EIS  should  reflect  cinalysis  of 
aU  aspects  of  that  project,  and  the  alternative  methods  of  meeting  the  identified 
need  should  be  addressed  on  a  "co-equal"  basis.  In  this  case,  the  Navy  had  not, 
at  the  time  of  preparation  of  the  1995  EIS,  formulated  a  proposal  for  how  to 
meet  the  need  of  facilities  for  two  more  CVNs  in  the  Pacific  Fleet. 

However,  the  Navy  did  anticipate  that  in  the  future,  a  proposal  would  be 
formulated,  and  that  the  alternatives  could  include  facilities  at  NASNI. 
Therefore,  a  larger  project  was  not  segmented  into  two  smaller  projects  for  the 
purpose  of  avoiding  more  rigorous  environmental  analysis.  Further,  although  a 
"proposal"  had  not  been  formulated  such  that  it  could  be  analyzed  on  a  "co¬ 
equal"  basis  in  the  1995  EIS,  it  was  reasonably  foreseeable  that  a  future  project 
could  include  additional  facilities  at  NASNI.  Since  it  was  reasonably 
foreseeable,  tire  potential  effects  were  included  in  the  analysis  of  cumulative 
effects  in  that  document.  The  1995  EIS  states,  "This  EIS,  therefore,  considers  the 
potential  cumulative  impacts  of  CV  replacement  and  homeporting  a  total  of 
three  CVNs  in  San  Diego."  See  the  1995  EIS,  Volume  1,  Chapter  6  (DON  1995a). 

The  U.S.  District  Court  for  the  Southern  District  of  California  approved  the 
Navy's  implementation  of  NEPA,  and  concluded  that  the  Navy  had  not 
tmderstated  the  potential  effects  of  a  larger  project  by  preparation  of  two 
documents  (segmentation).  In  an  Order  dated  May  12,  1997,  the  Court  stated, 
"Because  the  Court  finds  that  no  proposal  to  homeport  three  CVNs  existed  prior 
to  the  issuance  of  ttie  Final  EIS,  the  Final  EIS's  analysis  of  the  possible 
cumulative  impacts  of  potential  additional  home  ports  suffices  under  NEPA." 

In  1998,  INDEPENDENCE  (at  that  time  the  Navy's  "forward  deployed"  carrier) 
reached  the  end  of  its  service  life  and  was  decommissioned.  KITTY  HAWK  was 
designated  as  its  replacement  and  left  NASNI  in  July  1998,  20  months  after  the 
Notice  of  Intent  for  this  EIS,  and  relocated  to  Yokosuka,  Japan.  This  resulted  in  a 
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reduction  of  the  port  loading  at  NASNI  to  two  homeported  aircraft  carriers.  The 
USS  NIMITZ  is  currently  tmdergoing  an  extended  maintenance  period  on  the 
East  Coast  and  will  require  a  homeport  berth  within  the  Pacific  Fleet  area.  Long 
range  plans  indicate  ^at  the  most  likely  arrival  date  on  the  West  Coast  for 
NIMITZ  would  be  early  2002.  Were  the  Preferred  Alternative  selected,  this  would 
bring  NASNI  back  to  its  historical  three  carrier  port-loading  baseline. 

USS  CONSTELLATION  is  expected  to  reach  the  end  of  its  service  life  in 
approximately  2003.  At  that  time,  NASNI  would  once  again  experience  a 
reduction  to  two  homeported  carriers  if  the  Preferred  Alternative  were  selected  by 
the  Navy.  The  same  long  range  plans  addressing  NIMITZ  also  involve  replacing 
CONSTELLATION  with  the  USS  RONALD  REAGAN.  It  is  anticipated  this  will 
happen  in  2005.  Once  again,  if  the  Preferred  Alternative  were  selected,  it  would 
bring  NASNI  back  to  its  historical  three  carrier  port-loading  baseline. 

As  mentioned  in  the  response  to  comment  0.12.104,  TAC  emissions  firom  the 
proposed  dredging  and  disposal  actions  at  NASNI  would  produce  insignificant 
health  impacts  to  the  public.  As  stated  in  the  response  to  comment  0.12.136,  the 
cumulative  impact  of  toxic  emissions  from  the  proposed  dredging  and  disposal 
activities  and  existing  operations  at  NASNI  would  be  insignificant.  It  is  possible 
that  the  staggered  maintenance  schedules  of  CVNs  homeported  at  NASNI  could 
occasionally  result  in  more  than  one  PIA  in  a  calendar  year.  However,  the 
NASNI  DMF  would  limit  annual  emissions  of  VOC  and  PMio  to  15  and  3  tons, 
respectively.  Therefore,  performance  of  2  PIAs  per  year  at  NASNI  would  not 
exceed  these  emission  levels.  As  part  of  the  SDCAPCD  permit  process,  TAC 
emissions  from  the  DMF  were  evaluated  at  their  maximum  annual  permitted 
rate  and  were  determined  to  produce  insignificant  health  risks  to  the  public. 
Therefore,  compliance  with  the  SDCAPCD  permit  conditions  would  ensure  that 
with  file  addition  of  two  CVNs  at  NASNI,  the  health  risk  to  tibe  public  from  the 
DMF  would  remain  insignificant. 

Since  (he  completion  of  most  recent  health  risk  assessment  for  NASNI  in  1993, 
emissions  of  HAPs  have  decreased  firom  the  facility,  especially  in  regard  to  the 
reduction  of  hexavalent  chromium  fi-om  painting  operations.  As  a  result,  the 
public  health  risk  from  NASNI  has  decreased  since  1993. 

Section  3.10,  Volume  3  of  the  Final  EIS  has  been  revised  to  include  the  most 
recent  toxic  air  contaminants  (TAC)  emissions  inventory  for  operations  at 
NASNI. 

There  will  be  no  increase  in  the  amoimt  or  frequency  of  aircraft  arriving  at  or 
departing  from  NASNI  as  a  result  of  providing  capacity  for  two  additional 
CWfs.  The  air  wing  on  a  CVN  is  the  same  size  and  composition  as  an  air  wing 
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on  a  CV.  No  additional  aircraft  maintenance  wiU  be  performed  at  NASNI  as  a 
result  of  this  action. 

There  will  be  no  additional  impacts  to  the  affected  environment  due  to  training 
conducted  in  SOCAL  by  the  CVN  air  wing.  The  training  a  CVN  air  wing  does  is 
exactly  the  same  as  the  air  wing  of  a  CV.  There  is  no  net  increase  in  the  niunber 
of  aircraft  carriers  at  NASNI.  The  proposed  action  would  only  create  the 
capacity  to  homeport  two  additional  CVNs..  Please  refer  to  Volume  1, 
paragraph  1.1. 

H.2.41  The  Navy  complied  with  all  applicable  regulations  in  the  preparation  of  the 

Draft  EIS.  Therefore  the  Navy,  as  Lead  Agency,  disagrees  that  the  document  is 
deficient  in  meeting  NEPA  requirements.  The  Final  EIS  has  been  revised  to 
provide  minor  clarification  in  a  number  of  areas  in  response  to  public  comment. 
Responses  to  comments  include  evaluation  of  recent  traffic  and  noise  data 
presented  by  the  City  or  Coronado.  Evaluations  of  these  data  verify  that  the 
environmental  effects  of  the  proposed  action  were  assessed  correctly  in  the  Draft 
EIS.  Please  see  responses  to  comments  H.2.53  (traffic)  and  L.4.29  (noise). 

H.2.42  Yorur  comments  are  noted  and  are  included  in  the  Final  EIS. 

H.2.43  Your  comments  are  noted  and  are  included  in  the  Final  EIS. 

H.2.44  Yom  comments  are  noted  and  are  included  in  the  Final  EIS. 

H.2.45  Yom  comments  are  noted  and  are  included  in  ttie  Final  EIS. 

H.2.46  Your  comments  are  noted  and  are  included  in  tire  Final  EIS. 

H.2.47  Yotur  comments  are  beyond  the  scope  of  this  EIS. 

H.2.48  Please  see  response  to  comment  0.12.72. 

H.2.49  Your  comments  are  beyond  the  scope  of  this  EIS. 

H.2.50  The  chronology  of  CVN  homeporting,  along  with  the  decommissioning  of  CVs 

in  the  Pacific  Fleet,  is  discussed  in  detail  in  response  to  comment  L.4.5.  The 
Navy  had  not,  at  the  time  of  preparation  of  the  1995  EIS  for  the  BRAG  CVN, 
formulated  a  proposal  for  how  to  meet  the  need  of  facilities  for  two  more  CVNs 
in  the  Pacific  Fleet.  However,  the  Navy  did  anticipate  that  in  the  fuhure,  a 
proposal  would  be  formulated,  and  that  the  alternatives  could  include  facilities 
at  NASNI.  Therefore,  a  larger  project  was  not  segmented  into  two  smaller 
projects  for  the  purpose  of  avoiding  more  rigorous  environmental  analysis. 
Further,  although  a  "proposal"  had  not  been  formulated  such  that  it  could  be 
analyzed  on  a  "co-equal"  basis  in  the  1995  EIS,  it  was  reasonably  foreseeable  that 
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H.2.51 


H.2.52 
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a  future  project  could  include  additional  facilities  at  NASNI.  Since  it  was 
reasonably  foreseeable,  the  potential  effects  were  included  in  the  analysis  of 
cinnulative  effects  in  that  document.  The  1995  EIS  states,  "This  EIS,  therefore, 
considers  the  potential  cumvdative  impacts  of  CV  replacement  and  homeporting 
a  total  of  three  CVNs  in  San  Diego."  See  the  1995  EIS,  Volume  1,  Chapter  6 
(DON  1995a). 

The  Navy  still  has  intentions  to  relocate  the  NASNI  Main  Gate  to  align  with 
Third  Street.  Relocation  of  die  Third  Street  gate  is  a  multi-faceted  effort  that 
required  first  the  relocation  of  the  NASNI  coirunissary  and  Navy  exchange. 
Once  construction  of  the  new  commissary  and  exchange  construction  were 
completed,  the  old  commissary  and  exchange  could  be  razed,  and  the  Third 
Street  gate  could  be  moved.  Until  funding  was  secvued  to  relocate  the 
commissary  and  exchange,  only  limited  activity  associated  with  die  Third  Street 
gate  relocation  could  occvu.  Ftmding  for  relocation  of  the  NASNI  commissary 
and  Navy  exchange  is  now  available  and  design  for  the  new 
commissary /exchange  is  nearly  completed,  with  construction  scheduled  to 
begin  in  svunmer  or  fall  of  1999.  Steps  have  been  taken  to  initiate  the  Third 
Street  gate  relocation  as  an  official  navy  project.  Parametric  costs  have  been 
collected  and  preliminary  design  considerations  have  been  formulated.  The 
Navy  is  committed  to  continue  to  seek  titese  funds.  Therefore,  planning 
associated  with  the  project  continues,  but  wdl  be  subject  to  congressional 
approval  as  a  naval  budget  item.  In  any  event,  relocation  of  the  gate  could  not 
have  proceeded  until  prehminary  activities  of  commissary  and  exchange 
redesign  had  been  completed.  This  gate  relocation  project  is  not  needed  as 
mitigation  for  the  proposed  CVN  homeporting,  but  is  being  planned  as  a 
measure  to  improve  access  to  NASNI,  reduce  traffic  congestion,  and  reduce 
traffic  volumes  on  First  Street  (trucks  in  particular). 

The  relationship  of  CVs  and  replacement  CVNs  are  addressed  in  response  to 
comment  H.2.50.  The  Navy  does  not  perceive  that  having  three  CVNs  at  NASNI 
increases  the  threat  from  terrorists  beyond  the  potential  that  has  existed  for  the 
past  several  decades.  In  fact,  while  the  potential  for  terrorists  acts  may  not  have 
changed,  the  robustness  of  a  naval  vessel  designed  to  withstand  combat  dcunage 
lessens  the  potential  impact  ttiat  such  an  act  might  inciu.  The  very  nature  of  a 
military  assets  diminishes  its  attractiveness  as  a  target  for  terrorist.  Not  only  is 
there  a  constant  postiue  of  security  maintained  through  tightly  controlled  access 
and  roving  patrols,  but  the  ability  of  tire  trained  "targeted  personnel"  to  react 
with  deadly  force  increases  the  risk  to  the  terrorist. 

The  transportation  analysis  has  been  revised  to  incorporate  more  recent  traffic 
data  that  were  not  available  to  the  EIS  preparer  when  the  Draft  EIS  was  initially 
prepared  (i.e.,  the  traffic  volvunes  dociunented  in  the  October  1998  SANDAG 
report).  For  example.  Table  3.9-1  is  revised  to  show  a  average  annual  volume  of 
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71,000  vehicles  per  day  on  the  Coronado  Bay  Bridge.  The  trip  generation  rate 
used  in  iiie  Draft  EIS  has  been  revised  to  reflect  calculations  based  on  1996 
personnel  cotmts  (see  Table  2-1,  Volmne  3)  and  actual  gate  coimts  taken  during 
that  same  year  (see  Table  3.9-7,  Volume  3). 

With  regard  to  the  use  of  1995  traffic  data  to  represent  existing  conditions,  that 
was  considered  current  for  average  daily  traffic  volinne  mformation  when  Ihe 
EIS  traffic  analysis  was  initiated  in  1997.  Table  3.9-1  has  now  been  revised  to 
represent  1996  and  1997  traffic  data.  The  revised  numbers  represent  the  highest 
traffic  voliune  cited  in  tire  various  source  references.  The  traffic  impact  analysis, 
which  was  based  primarily  on  the  peak  hour  levels  of  service  at  the  critical  study 
area  intersections,  used  traffic  counts  that  were  taken  August  of  1996  to 
represent  existing  conditions.  These  cotmts  were  taken  during  a  peak  stimmer 
tourist  season  when  two  aircraft  carriers  were  in  port. 

Unique  circumstances  such  as  threats,  suicides,  and  bridge  accidents  certainly 
have  an  effect  on  traffic  conditions  on  the  day  of  the  incident;  however,  it  would 
not  be  appropriate  to  model  or  analyze  such  unique  circumstances  in 
conjimction  with  tiie  EIS  traffic  study. 

H.2.54  As  the  Draft  EIS  traffic  analysis  indicates  that  ttie  proposed  action  would  not 

have  a  significant  traffic  impact.  The  Navy  still  has  intentions  to  relocate  the 
NASNI  Main  Gate  to  align  with  Third  Street.  Relocation  of  the  Third  Street  gate 
is  a  multi-faceted  effort  that  required  first  the  relocation  of  the  NASNI 
commissary  and  Navy  exchange.  Once  construction  of  the  new  commissary  and 
exchange  construction  were  completed,  tiie  old  commissary  and  exchange  could 
be  razed,  and  the  Third  Street  gate  could  be  moved.  Until  funding  was  secured 
to  relocate  the  commissary  and  exchange,  only  limited  activity  associated  with 
the  Third  Street  gate  relocation  could  occur.  Funding  for  relocation  of  the 
NASNI  commissary  and  Navy  exchange  is  now  available  and  design  for  the  new 
commissary/exchange  is  nearly  completed,  with  construction  scheduled  to 
begin  in  summer  or  faU  of  1999.  Steps  have  been  taken  to  initiate  the  Third 
Street  gate  relocation  as  cin  official  navy  project.  Parametric  costs  have  been 
collected  and  preliminary  design  considerations  have  been  formulated.  The 
Navy  is  committed  to  continue  to  seek  these  funds.  Therefore,  planning 
associated  with  the  project  continues,  but  wiU  be  subject  to  congressional 
approval  as  a  naval  budget  item.  In  any  event,  relocation  of  the  gate  could  not 
have  proceeded  tmtil  preliminary  activities  of  commissary  and  exchange 
redesign  had  been  completed.  This  gate  relocation  project  is  not  needed  to 
mitigate  less  than  significant  impacts  associated  with  the  proposed  CVN 
homeporting,  but  is  being  planned  as  a  measure  to  improve  access  to  NASNI, 
reduce  traffic  congestion,  and  reduce  traffic  volumes  on  First  Street  (trucks  in 
particular).  Although  a  tunnel  between  the  Coronado  Bay  Bridge  and  the 
NASNI  Main  Gate  would  alleviate  many  of  the  traffic  congestion  problems  on 
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H.2.55 


H.2.56 


H.2.57 


H.2.58 


_ Response _ 

ttie  Coronado  streets,  such  a  project  is  not  needed  to  mitigate  less  than 
significant  impacts  associated  with  ttie  CVN  homeporting  project. 

Please  refer  to  tiie  responses  L.4.44  and  1.37.1  to  similar  questions.  NASNI  has 
been  a  three-carrier  homeport  for  decades;  a  period  in  excess  of  30  years.  The 
proposed  action  would  only  create  the  capacity  to  homeport  two  additional 
CVNs. 

The  Navy  disagrees  with  the  comment's  assessment  of  the  adequacy  of  the  EIS. 
The  Navy  complied  with  all  applicable  regulations  in  the  preparation  of  the 
Draft  EIS.  Therefore  the  Navy,  as  Lead  Agency,  disagrees  that  the  document  is 
deficient  in  meeting  NEPA  requirements.  The  Final  EIS  has  been  revised  to 
provide  minor  clarification  m  a  number  of  areas  in  response  to  public  comment. 
Homeporting  three  additional  CVNs  at  NASNI  was  concluded  in  section  2.7.1  of 
the  EIS  to  not  be  a  reasonable  alternative  to  the  proposed  action.  Response  to 
comments  include  evaluation  of  recent  traffic  and  noise  data  presented  by  the 
City  or  Coronado.  Evaluation  of  these  data  verify  that  the  environmental  effects 
of  the  proposed  action  were  assessed  correctly  in  the  Draft  EIS.  Please  see 
responses  to  comments  H.2.53  (traffic)  and  L.4.29  (noise). 

The  Navy  has  reviewed  the  traffic  noise  data  provided  in  the  recently  completed 
"City  of  Coronado  Noise  Study  —  1998"  (RECON  October  1998),  which  was  not 
available  at  the  time  the  Draft  EIS  was  prepared.  The  new  data  have  been 
incorporated  into  the  EIS  analysis  and  the  older  data  from  the  1993  noise  study 
have  been  removed.  The  new  data  how  that  the  existing  traffic  noise  situation 
exceeds  the  City  of  Coronado  General  Plan  Noise  Element  noise  standard  of  65 
dBA.  Voltime  1,  section  3.11.1  and  Voliime  3,  section  3.11  have  been  revised  to 
incorporate  this  information.  The  analysis  conclusions  for  proposed  action  noise 
impacts,  however,  remain  imchanged. 

The  Navy,  as  Lead  Agency,  beheves  that  it  has  compHed  with  all  applicable 
regulations  in  the  preparation  of  the  Draft  EIS;  therefore,  the  Navy  disagrees  that 
the  document  is  deficient  in  meeting  NEPA  requirements.  Although  Draft  EIS 
comments  resulted  in  minor  changes  in  the  analysis,  no  comment  has  changed 
the  Navy's  original  assessment  of  significant  impacts  in  any  envirorunental 
category.  In  absence  of  significantly  changing  the  results  reported  in  the  draft 
EIS,  the  Navy  believes  that  a  request  to  recirculate  the  Draft  EIS  is  tmwarranted 
per  40  CFR  1502.9(a).  If  the  Navy  determines  that  significant  new  circumstances 
or  information  emerges  that  is  relevant  to  environmental  concerns  that  bear  on 
the  proposed  action  or  its  impacts,  then  the  Navy  shall  prepare  a  supplement  to 
the  EIS.  Responses  to  public  comments  on  the  Draft  EIS  have  been  provided  in 
this  Final  EIS.  In  response  to  some  comments,  additional  information  has  been 
added  to  the  text. 
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H.2.60 

H.2.61 


H.2.62 


H.2.63 


H.2.64 

H.2.65 

H.2.66 


Response 


The  Navy,  as  Lead  Agency,  complied  with  all  applicable  regulations  in  the 
preparation  of  the  Draft  EIS;  therefore,  the  Navy  disagrees  that  the  docviment  is 
deficient  in  meeting  NEPA  requirements.  Responses  to  public  comments  on  the 
Draft  EIS  have  been  provided  in  this  Final  EIS. 

Please  refer  to  the  responses  L.4.13  and  L.4.14. 

In  regard  to  PIA  maintenance  worker  commuter  vehicles  associated  with  the 
proposed  actions,  please  see  the  response  to  comment  L.4.13. 

Data  on  Califomia/non-Califomia  vehicle  registration  associated  with  CV  and 
CVN  personnel  have  been  vised  to  revise  tihe  commuter  vehicle  emission 
calculations  for  the  proposed  actions  in  the  Final  EIS.  Emissions  from  California 
and  non-Cahfomia  registered  vehicles  have  been  estimated  with  the  use  of  the 
ARB  EMFAC7G  and  EPA  MOBILES  models. 

Fire  protection  level  of  service  currently  meets  the  requirements  specified  by  the 
Department  of  Defense  Instruction  (DODI)  60.555.5.  Adequate  fire  protection 
has  existed  for  CVs  at  NASNI,  and  will  continue  to  exist  for  CVNs  as  weU. 
Adequate  fire  lanes  and  equipment  exist  to  combat  any  shipboard  fire  at  NASNI. 
Section  3.14.1  of  the  EIS  has  been  revised  to  state  ttiat  sufficient  resoiuces  at 
NASNI  exist  to  combat  any  shipboard  fire.  For  additional  detail,  see  the 
response  to  comment  0.10.18. 

Section  3.3  addresses  impacts  to  water  quality  from  CVN  operations,  and 
indicates  that  best  management  practices  would  be  implemented  by  five  Navy  to 
minimize  the  magnitude  of  any  accidental  waste  dis^arges  to  the  bay  during 
normal  operations. .  Section  3.3.2  (page  3.3-9,  lines  5-6  of  the  Draft  EIS)  will  be 
revised  to  indicate  that  BMPs  wovdd  also  be  implemented  to  minimize  waste 
discharges  to  the  bay  dvuing  maintenance  operations.  Section  3.3.2  (page  3.3-9, 
line  32  of  five  Draft  EIS)  will  be  revised  to  read  "All  operational  ^charges, 
including  stormwater  runoff,  would  meet  applicable  regulations  and  permit 
standards." 

As  indicated  in  five  text  of  the  EIS,  potential  impacts  to  the  Bay  associated  with 
storm  water  nmoff  have  been  mitigated  to  a  level  of  insignificance  by 
components  of  the  project  design.  Specifically,  storm  water  nmoff  and 
associated  impacts  and  mitigation  measures  have  been  discussed  on  pages  3.2-1, 
3.2-3, 3.2-4, 3.2-5, 3.2-6,  and  3.2-7.  Therefore,  the  text  remains  imchanged. 

Please  see  response  to  comment  0.10.23. 

Please  see  responses  to  comments  0.13.24  and  1.43.13. 

Comment  noted. 


H.2 


Comment 

Number 

H.2.67 
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H.2.69 

H.2.70 
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H.2.73 

H.2.74 
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H.2.76 
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Your  opinions  are  noted.  Regarding  yom  comment  about  an  alleged  incident 
involving  spilling  paint,  it  has  nothing  to  do  with  this  EIS  or  the  proposed 
action. 

Please  see  response  to  comment  0.12.10. 

The  Navy  considers  itself  to  be  a  part  of  the  community.  This  EIS  identifies  the 
potential  environmental  effects  that  the  proposed  action  would  have  on  the  local 
and  regional  environment  as  appropriate. 

Your  comments  are  beyond  the  scope  of  this  EIS. 

Plutonium  is  not  among  the  radionuclides  released  as  part  of  NNPP  operations. 

Yovir  comments  are  beyond  the  scope  of  this  EIS. 

Your  comments  are  noted  and  are  included  in  the  Final  EIS. 

Please  see  the  response  to  comment  H.1.5. 

Please  see  responses  to  comments  0.12.55  and  1.56.5. 

Please  see  response  to  comment  H.2.21. 

Your  comments  are  noted  and  are  included  in  the  Final  EIS. 

The  USS  STENNIS  mitigation  site  was  constructed  in  accordance  with  permit 
conditions  set  forth  by  the  resource  agencies.  The  new  wharf  mitigation  site 
would  also  be  constructed  in  accordance  with  permit  conditions  £md  it  is 
proposed  that  this  site  would  provide  Uke-and-in-kind  replacement  of  intertidal 
and  subtidal  habitat  at  a  ratio  of  1:1. 

There  would  be  1.5  acres  filled  by  construction  of  the  new  wharf.  The  fiU  would 
eliminate  about  0.8  acres  of  intertidal  and  0.7  acres  of  subtidal  at  this  location. 
Mitigation  of  the  1.5  acres  would  be  as  described  above  and  further  detailed  in 
the  response  to  F.2.10  and  F.2.11  and  Volume  1,  section  3.5. 

As  stated  above,  the  size  of  the  fill  area_would  be  1.5  acres.  The  anticipated 
duration  for  dredging  is  5-6  months.  It  is  not  expected  that  other  dredging 
projects  would  occur  simultaneously  in  this  region  of  the  bay.  Therefore,  no 
cumulative  impacts  from  dredging  projects  are  expected  (see  Section  3.18  for 
additional  discussion). 

The  Navy  does  not  consider  that  translation  of  the  Draft  EIS  into  Spanish  is 
required  to  ensure  that  low  income  and  minority  populations  have  the 
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opportimity  to  fully  participate  in  the  NEPA  process.  A  scoping  meeting  to 
discuss  the  issues  to  be  addressed  in  the  EIS  was  held  in  Coronado  on  10 
February  1998.  Since  that  time,  the  Navy  has  acknowledged  the  necessity  of 
including  a  public  hearing  in  San  Diego.  Notices  of  availability  for  the  Draft  EIS 
were  placed  in  La  Prensa.  All  responses  to  public  comments  generated  during 
the  public  comment  period  provided  in  Spanish  are  translated  into  Spcinish.  The 
comments  are  annotated  to  ensure  that  the  reader  has  sufficient  imderstanding 
of  the  EIS  materials  without  needing  to  read  the  EIS  itself.  The  Notice  of 
Availability  (NOA),  is  translated  in  Spanish,  and  a  telephone  888  support  hot 
line  is  available  in  Spanish  as  well. 

The  air  quality  analysis  in  the  Draft  EIS  is  based  on  compliance  witii  national 
and  state  ambient  air  quality  standards.  These  standards  represent  allowable 
atmospheric  concentrations  at  which  the  public  health  and  welfare  are  protected 
and  include  a  reasonable  margin  of  safety  to  protect  the  more  sensitive 
individuals  in  tire  population,  such  as  elderly  people  and  children.  Since  the 
proposed  action  alternatives  would  not  exceed  any  ambient  air  quality  standard, 
public  health  would  be  protected  from  the  effects  of  the  proposed  action 
alternatives.  Toxic  air  contaminants  (TACs)  emissions  from  ^e  proposed 
dredging  and  disposal  actions  at  NASNI  would  produce  insignificant  health 
impacts  to  the  public. 

La  Marina  de  los  Estados  Unidos  no  considera  que  la  traduccion  al  espanol  del  Draft  EIS 
(Estudio  de  Impacto  al  Medio  Ambiente)  es  requerida  para  asegurar  que  la  poblacion  de 
bajos  recursos  y  las  minorias  tengan  la  oportunidad  de  participar  totalmente  en  el 
proceso  conocido  como  NEPA.  Una  reunion  para  analizar  los  temas  que  sertan  tratados 
en  el  EIS  (Estudio  de  Impacto  al  Medio  Ambiente)  se  llevd  a  cabo  en  Coronado  el  10  de 
febrero  de  1998.  Desde  aquel  momento,  la  Marina  de  los  Estados  Unidos  ha  reconocido 
la  necesidad  de  incluir  al  publico  en  la  reunion  de  San  Diego.  Los  avisos  de 
disponibilidad  para  el  Draft  EIS  (Estudio  de  Impacto  al  Medio  Ambiente)  fueron 
publicados  en  La  Prensa.  Todas  las  respuestas  a  los  comentarios  pdblicos  generados 
durante  el  periodo  de  comentarios  publicos  que  fueron  provistos  en  espanol  son 
traducidos  al  ingles.  Los  comentarios  son  anotados  para  asegurar  que  el  lector  tenga  un 
entendimiento  suficiente  de  los  materiales  del  EIS  (Estudio  de  Impacto  al  Medio 
Ambiente)  sin  la  necesidad  de  tener  que  leerlo  en  su  totalidad.  El  Aviso  de 
Disponibilidad  (NOA),  estd  traducido  al  espanol  y  hay  una  Itnea  telefonica  888  que 
tambien  estd  disponible  en  espanol. 

El  andlisis  de  la  calidad  del  aire  en  el  Draft  EIS  (Estudio  de  Impacto  al  Medio  Ambiente) 
estd  basado  en  cumplimiento  con  las  normas  de  la  calidad  del  aire  ambiental  nacional  y 
estatal.  Estas  normas  representan  las  concentraciones  atmosfericas  permisibles  en  las 
cuales  el  bienestar  y  la  salud  publica  estdn  protegidas  e  incluye  un  margen  razonable  de 
seguridad  para  proteger  a  los  individuos  mds  sensibles  dentro  de  la  poblacion,  tales  como 
las  personas  mayores  y  los  nihos.  Como  las  acciones  alternativas  propuestas  no 
excedertan  ninguna  norma  de  la  calidad  del  aire  ambiental,  la  salud  publica  estaria 
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protegida  de  los  efectos  de  las  acciones  altermtivas  propuestas.  Las  entisiones  de  los 
contaminantes  toxicos  del  aire  (TAC)  causadas  por  el  dragado  propuesto  y  par  las 
acciones  de  deshecho  en  NASNI,  producirian  un  impacto  insignificante  en  la  salud 
publica. 

Cumulative  impacts  from  past  projects  that  affect  local  air  quality  and  toxic 
waste  emissions  were  taken  into  accovmt  in  this  EIS.  This  EIS  presents  data  that 
concludes  there  would  be  no  significant  impacts  to  the  fish  community  from  the 
proposed  action.  Fish  would  avoid  dredge  areas,  so  they  would  likely  not  be 
affected  by  any  contaminants  resuspended  during  dredging. 

Los  impactos  cumulativos  de  proyectos  pasados  que  afectan  la  calidad  del  aire  local  y  las 
entisiones  de  residues  toxicos  fueron  tornados  en  cuenta  en  este  EIS  (Estudio  de  Impacto 
al  Medio  Ambiente).  Este  EIS  (Estudio  de  Impacto  al  Medio  Ambiente)  presenta  dates 
que  concluyen  que  no  habria  impactos  significativos  en  la  vida  marina  debido  a  la  accidn 
propuesta.  Los  peces  evitartan  las  areas  de  dragado,  ast  que  probablemente  no  sertan 
afectados  por  ninguno  de  los  contaminantes  en  suspense  despues  del  dragado. 

Purchases  of  local  shipbuilding  companies  by  other  deferise  contractors,  and  the 
fact  that  tiiese  defense  contractors  are  pmsuing  bids  on  ship  repair,  are  common 
business  practice  and  are  beyond  the  scope  of  this  EIS.  The  fact  that  defense 
contractors  may  be  qualified  to  perform  NI^P  radiological  work  does  not  imply 
that  NNPP  radiological  work  would  be  performed:  (1)  in  locations  other  than  the 
NASNI  GIF  or  (2)  in  any  different  manner  than  the  uniform  standards 
established  by  the  NNPP.  The  pturchases  would  not  affect  tine  amoimt  of 
maintenance  performed  on  homeported  CVNs. 

Pollution  impacts  of  the  Navy's  action  to  homeport  USS  JOHN  C.  STENNIS  at 
NASNI  were  addressed  in  the  Navy's  1995  Final  Environmental  Impact 
Statement  for  the  Development  of  Facilities  in  San  Diego /Coronado  to  Support 
the  Homeporting  of  One  NIMITZ-Class  Aircraft  Carrier.  Pollution  impacts  of 
the  proposed  action  were  fovmd  not  to  be  significant. 

A  wide  range  of  hypothetical  accidents  was  considered  in  the  development  of 
the  analysis  presented  in  the  EIS.  The  results  of  all  the  analyses  of  both  normal 
operations  and  hypothetical  accidents  indicate  that  diere  would  be  no  significant 
radiological  impacts  from  homeporting  and  maintaining  NIMITZ-class  aircraft 
carriers  or  operating  NIMITZ-class  aircraft  carrier  maintenance  facilities. 

Las  compras  de  companias  locales  de  astilleros  por  otros  contratistas  de  defensa,  y  el 
hecho  que  estos  contratistas  de  defensa  estdn  llevando  a  cabo  licitaciones  para 
reparaciones  de  buques,  son  un  practice  comercial  comun  y  estdn  mds  olid  del  alcance  de 
este  EIS  (Estudio  de  Impacto  al  Medio  Ambiente).  El  hecho  que  los  contratistas  de 
defensa  puedan  estar  capacitados  para  desempehar  trabajos  radiologicos  NNPP,  no 
implica  que  el  trabajo  radiologico  NNPP  pueda  ser  desempehado:  (1)  en  otras 
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ubicaciones  aparte  de  la  NASNI  CIF  o  (2)  en  alguna  manera  diferente  que  los  estdndares 
uniformes  establecidos  por  el  NNPP.  Las  compras  no  afectartan  la  cantidad  de 
mantenimiento  llevada  a  cabo  en  los  CVN  que  estdn  en  el  puerto  base. 

Los  impactos  de  contaminacion  de  la  accion  de  la  Marina  al  USS  JOHN  C.  STENNIS  en 
el  puerto  base  en  NASNI  fueron  tratados  en  1995  en  la  Declaracion  Final  de  Impacto 
Medio  Ambiental  para  el  Desarrollo  de  Instalaciones  en  San  Diego  /  Coronado  para  el 
Soporte  de  Puerto  Base  de  un  Portaaviones  Clase  NIMITZ.  Se  ha  determinado  que  los 
impactos  de  contaminacion  por  la  accion  propuesta  serdn  insignif antes. 

En  el  desarrollo  de  los  andlisis  presentados  en  el  EIS  (Estudio  de  Impacto  al  Medio 
Ambiente)  se  consideraron  una  amplia  diversidad  de  accidentes  hipoteticos.  Los 
resultados  de  todos  los  andlisis,  tanto  de  operaciones  normales  como  de  accidentes 
hipoteticos  indican  que  no  habrdn  impactos  radiologicos  significantes  por  el  puerto  base 
y  mantenimiento  de  portaaviones  clase  NIMITZ,  ni  por  la  operacidn  de  instalaciones  de 
mantenimiento  de  portaaviones  clase  NIMITZ. 

Your  comments  are  beyond  the  scope  of  this  EIS. 

Your  comments  are  noted  and  are  included  in  the  Final  EIS. 

Information  on  low-level  radiation  exposiue  and  risk  is  addressed  in  Appendix 
E  of  the  EIS  and  in  response  0.12.190.  In  addition,  it  is  importcmt  to  note  that  the 
results  of  aU  the  radiological  analyses  in  the  EIS,  which  included  cumulative 
effects,  indicate  that  there  would  be  no  significant  radiological  impacts  from 
homeporting  and  maintaining  NIMITZ-class  aircraft  carriers  or  operating 
NIMITZ-class  aircraft  carrier  maintenance  facilities  xmder  the  proposed  action. 

Please  see  response  to  comment  L.4.36. 

Your  comments  are  beyond  the  scope  of  this  EIS. 

Your  comments  are  noted  and  are  included  in  the  Final  EIS. 

Please  see  response  to  comment  1.4.1.  In  addition,  as  described  in  Chapter  7.0, 
the  stringent  procedtual  and  control  policies  of  the  NNPP  are  applied 
consistently  to  aU  locations  where  nuclear-powered  ships  are  berthed  and 
maintained.  All  featvues  of  design,  construction,  operation,  maintenance,  and 
personnel  selection,  training,  and  qualification  have  been  oriented  toward 
minimizing  environmental  effects  and  ensuring  the  health  and  safety  of  workers, 
ships'  crew  members,  and  the  general  public. 

The  conclusions  in  the  EIS  are  that  there  are  no  significant  impacts  on  health  and 
safety.  Please  see  section  3.15  (Volume  1)  and  appendices  E,  F,  and  J  (Volume  2) 
of  the  EIS. 
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Your  comments  are  noted  and  are  included  in  the  Final  EIS. 

Yotur  comments  are  beyond  the  scope  of  this  EIS. 

The  Navy's  comprehensive  radiological  environmental  monitoring  program, 
which  would  be  continued  with  implementation  of  the  proposed  action,  is 
described  in  section  7.4.4  of  the  EIS. 

Yovu  comments  are  noted  and  are  included  in  the  Final  EIS. 

Your  comments  are  noted  and  are  included  in  the  Final  EIS. 

Sms  comentarios  han  sido  tornados  en  cuenta  y  estdn  incluidos  en  el  EIS  (Estudio  de 
Impacto  al  Medio  Ambiente)  final. 

Your  comments  are  noted  and  are  included  in  the  Final  EIS. 

Please  see  responses  to  comments  0.12.33  and  L.4.36. 

Your  comments  are  noted  and  are  included  in  the  Final  EIS. 

The  traffic  analysis  presented  in  the  Draft  EIS  is  based  on  the  incremental 
increase  in  traffic  that  would  occur  as  a  result  of  the  proposed  action.  The 
existing  condition  has  facilities  at  NASNI  to  support  two  conventional  aircraft 
carriers  (CVs)  and  one  nuclear  carrier  (CVN)  for  a  total  of  tturee  carriers,  while 
Alternatives  One,  Two,  and  Three  have  three  CVNs.  The  proposed  action  would 
not  result  in  two  additional  aircraft  carriers,  but  would  simply  provide  capacity 
for  the  homeporting  of  up  to  two  additional  CVNs.  As  the  munber  of  personnel 
on  the  CVNs  is  greater  than  that  on  the  CVs,  the  proposed  action  would  generate 
approximately  27  additional  vehicle  trips  diuring  the  peak  hoiurs  and  150  trips 
throughout  an  average  day,  as  outlined  in  the  EIS.  The  analysis  indicates  that  a 
traffic  increase  of  this  magnitude  would  not  be  sigruficant.  Please  refer  to 
response  to  comment  L.4.12  and  Table  3.9-4  in  the  Final  EIS,  Volume  1. 

Issues  regarding  which  commuters  can  or  cannot  take  advantage  of  the  toll  free 
status  of  the  carpool  lane  at  the  Coronado  Bay  Bridge  are  within  Ihe  jruisdiction 
of  Caltrans  and  are  not  addressed  in  conjtmction  with  this  CVN  homeporting 
EIS.  With  regard  to  physical  roadway  improvements  to  alleviate  traffic 
congestion  in  the  area,  the  Navy  is  not  responsible  for  such  measures  as  a 
mitigation  for  the  CVN  homeporting  proposed  action  because  the  analysis 
indicates  that  the  proposed  action  would  not  result  in  a  significant  traffic  impact. 
Although  specific  traffic-related  mitigation  measures  are  not  needed  to  mitigate 
less  than  significant  impacts  of  the  proposed  action,  the  Navy  does  have  an 
ongoing  series  of  strategies  designed  to  reduce  the  level  of  traffic  generated  by 
NASNI,  such  as  a  ferry  system,  carpool/vanpool  programs,  installation  of 
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bicycle  racks,  a  guaranteed  ride  home  program  (for  rideshare  users  with  a  mid¬ 
day  emergency),  and  an  educational  program  to  promote  these  strategies.  In 
addition,  the  Navy  is  seeking  funding  to  redesign  of  the  Main  Gate  so  that  the 
entrance  wovild  align  widi  Third  Street  and  thereby  provide  a  more  direct 
connection  into  and  out  of  the  base. 

The  traffic  analysis  presented  in  the  Draft  EIS  is  based  on  the  incremental 
increase  in  traffic  that  would  occur  as  a  result  of  the  proposed  action.  The 
existing  condition  has  facilities  at  NASNI  to  support  two  conventional  aircraft 
carriers  (CVs)  and  one  nuclear  carrier  (CVN)  for  a  total  of  three  carriers,  while 
Alternatives  One,  Two,  and  Three  have  three  CVNs.  The  proposed  action  would 
not  resvilt  in  two  additional  aircraft  carriers,  but  would  simply  be  providing 
capacity  for  homeporting  up  to  two  additional  CVNs.  As  the  number  of 
personnel  on  the  CVNs  is  greater  thcin  that  on  the  CVs,  the  proposed  action 
would  generate  approximately  27  additional  vehicle  trips  diuing  the  peak  hours 
and  150  trips  throughout  an  average  day,  as  outlined  in  the  EIS.  The  analysis 
indicates  that  a  traffic  increase  of  tiiis  magnitude  would  not  be  significant. 

Please  refer  to  responses  L.4.44  and  1.37.1  for  a  response  to  the  issue  of  terrorist 
acts  in  San  Diego. 

CXu  pubUcly-elected  U.S.  Congress  and  President  of  the  United  States  make 
programmatic  decisions  regarding  Naval  ships  (e.g.,  application  of  nuclear 
power),  and  thus  comments  regarding  these  decisions  are  beyond  the  scope  of 
this  EIS.  The  results  of  all  the  analyses  of  both  normal  operations  and 
hypothetical  accidents  indicate  that  there  would  be  no  significant  radiological 
impacts  from  homeporting  and  maintaining  NIMITZ-class  aircraft  carriers  or 
operating  NIMITZ-class  aircraft  carrier  maintenance  facilities.  Information  on 
low-level  radiation  exposure  and  risk  is  addressed  in  Appendix  E  of  the  EIS  and 
in  response  0.12.190.  Non-cancer  risks  are  addressed  in  response  0.12.27. 

Issues  associated  with  constructing  and  operating  the  NASNI  Depot 
Maintenance  Facility,  including  the  Mixed  Waste  Storage  Facility  and  Controlled 
Industrial  Facility,  were  analyzed  in  reference  DON  1995,  and  are  beyond  the 
scope  of  this  EIS.  In  addition,  please  see  responses  to  comments  L.4.36, 1.17.3, 
and  1.4.1. 

Your  comments  are  noted  and  are  included  in  the  Final  EIS. 

Yoiu  comments  are  noted  and  are  included  in  the  Final  EIS. 

Please  see  responses  to  comments  L.4.36  and  0.10.31. 

Please  refer  to  responses  0.12.55  and  0.12.169  and  see  comment  on  responses  to 
GAO  report  in  response  to  comment  1.56.5. 
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H.2.106  Your  comments  are  noted  and  are  included  in  the  Final  EIS. 

H.2.107  Your  conunents  are  noted  and  are  included  in  the  Final  EIS. 

H.2.108  Please  see  response  to  comment  0.12.57. 

H.2.109  While  CVs  and  CVNs  use  different  sources  of  fuel  (oil  vs.  nuclear),  both  types  of 
ships  rely  upon  steam  propulsion  plants  that  require  seawater  cooling.  The 
seawater  cooling  requirements  are  similar  and  the  thermal  and  marine  life 
impacts  from  CVs  and  CVNs  are  comparable. 

Maintenance  of  heat  exchangers  is  accomplished  mainly  while  in  dry-dock. 
When  heat  exchangers  are  taken  out  of  service,  they  are  isolated  from  the 
environment,  cleaned,  flushed,  tested,  and  then  returned  back  to  service.  All 
cleaning  fluids  are  retained  and  processed  according  to  their  chemical  nature. 

Fl.2.110  Your  comments  are  noted  and  are  included  in  the  Final  EIS. 

FI.2.111  Your  comments  are  noted  and  are  included  in  the  Final  EIS. 

H.2.112  Please  see  response  to  comment  1.43.16. 

H.2.113  Please  see  response  to  comment  0.12.73  and  L.4.36. 

H.2.114  Please  see  response  to  comment  1.43.13. 

H.2.115  Your  comments  are  noted  and  are  included  in  the  Final  EIS. 

H.2.116  Your  comments  are  noted  and  are  included  in  the  Final  EIS. 

H.2.117  Please  see  response  to  comment  L.4.36. 

H.2.118  Please  refer  to  responses  L.4.44  and  1.37.1  for  a  response  to  this  comment  on  the 
potential  for  San  Diego  to  become  a  military  target. 

H.2.119  Your  comments  are  noted  and  are  included  in  the  Final  EIS.  Please  see 
responses  to  comments  0.12.10, 0.12.182, 0.12.190,  and  H.2.109. 

H.2.120  Your  comments  are  noted  and  are  included  in  the  Final  EIS. 

H.2.121  Please  see  response  to  comment  1.4.1. 
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